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CURRENT TOPICS. 


Last rear, whether owing to the amount of business 
set down in the Chancery Division before the vacation 
judge or to other causes which it is unnecessary to 

icularize, in scarcely any instance was the list dis- 
posed of at the rising of the court, and it was found 
necessary, at least on one occasion, to devote two days 
tothe business of the week. On Thursday, howe ver, Mr. 
Justice Fry had the satisfaction of rising without leaving 
any cases over that had not been reached. His lordship, 
after hearing two summonses in chambers, took his seat 
in the Rolls Court at half-past ten, and soon made it 
evident that his view as to what is “‘ vacation business ” 
is very strict. During the day he disposed of a list 
4 comprising 32 matters, as well as several ex parte 
motions. The corvenient practice of printing a list 
which specifies the nature of each application of 
which notice has been given has again been adopted ; 
and we find that Thursday’s list included 6 peti- 
tions, 2 adjourned summonses, 4 motions adjourned 
from last week, 19 motions upon notice given for 
the present week, and one ex parte application for 
a charging order, which was specially set down. Of the 
32 causes or matters which appeared in the list, 18 are 
assigned to the Master of the Rolls and 8 to the senior 
Vice-Chancellor, while the remaining 6 are equally 
divided between Vice-Chancellor Bacon and Vice-Chan- 
cellor Hall. Of the 23 motions upon notice, no 
less than 17 were for injunctions, either alone, or 
with other relief. The inevitable “light and air,” 
“nuisance,” and “ patent’ cases were, of course, repre- 
sented; while disputes between partners, directors and 
shareholders, vendor and purchaser, and landlord and 
tenant, helped to swell the list. Applications for re- 
ceivers or and to restrain piracy also 
formed part of the heterogeneous mass of business 
with which his lordship had to deal. Only 2 motions 
were arranged or abandoned; 1 petition and 9 motions 
stood over, either as not being of sufficiently urgent 
nature, or upon other grounds; and the remaining 20 
matters were heard and disposed of. 
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A sma question of practice which from time to time 
has cropped up and has been treated in all sorts of ways 
by the court has again made its appearance in the case 
of In re Sparks (reported in this week’s issue of the 
Wrexty Rerorrer), and we may hope that the decision 

removed one of the many points that 
have. been contested.on the subject. The actual decision 
in the case was that where a mortgagee becomes of un- 
sound mind but is not found a lunatic, and the mort- 
gagor desires to pay off the debt and get the 
estate back again, he cannot deduct anything from the 
mortgage-money in respect of any costs he may incur 
by having to come to the court for a vesting order, but 
must pay all the money into court; and the decision goes 
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on to this, that on the petition for the vesting order the 
mortgagor and mortgagee will each have to pay his own 
costs. A glance at the text-books will show that the 
general question of the costs of recovering the estate 
from a lunatic mortgagee is full of anomalies; the rule- 
being different in the case of a lunatic mortgagee 
according as he is beneficially entitled or only holds the 

mortgage as a trustee, and there being one rule for the 
case where the mortgagee himself becomes lunatic; and 
another for the case of the mortgage estate devolving on 

a lunatic heir. Again, where the committee of a person 
found lunatic by inquisition presents a petition for a 
vesting order the costs (other than the cost of the stamp . 
on the vesting order) are borne by the lunatic’s estate; . 
while, as we may assume from the recent decision, if the 

mortgagor presents a petition then he must, practically 

speaking, bear the whole of the costs. There ought 
surely to be one rule which should apply to these 

cases, and all these intricacies and anomalies ought to: 
be swept away. 





THE RECENT JuDGmMENT of the Court of Appeal in 
Norman v. Villars (25 W. R. 780), reversing the deci- 
sion of the Exchequer Division (25 W. R. 558), declares 
the law to be that, in the interval between the date of an 
order nist for dissolution of marriage and the date when 
that order becomes absolute, the wife continues to be a 
JSeme coverte. The Court of Appeal was composed of 
the Lord Chancellor and Lords Justices Baggallay and 
Brett, and they were unanimous in their judgment; the 
Lord Chancellor saying that he could not understand, 
apart from authorities, how any doubt could really arise, 
and adding that, with the exception of one case (to which 
we shall presently refer), there was no authority that had 
the least appearance of supporting the view opposed to 
that taken by their lordships. We do not venture to 
question the correctness of the decision of the Court of 
Appeal ; indeed, we believe thai it is perfectly correct. 
Lord Justice Brett put the matter very forcibly. “TI 
think,” said he, “‘the decree absolute does not revert 
back in such a sense as to say a woman is unmarried 
from the time of the decree nisi. A divorce svit is not, 
as other suits are, a suit brought in order to enforce 
rights existing at the time, but to change the position of 
the parties existing at the time of suit brought. That 
alteration is not effected until the decree. What is the 
decree? The dissolution of the marriage, according to 
the case of Hulse v. Hulse and Tavernor (19 W. R. 880, 
L. R. 2 P. & D. 259), and the construction put 
upon the Act by rule 80 of the Divorce Court, is not 
effected by the decree nisi, but by the decree absolute. 
If that be so, I can see no reason why the divorce should 
date back to the decree nisi. The change in status is 
effected by, and not until, the decree absolute.” This 
was the view of the whole court, and they accordingly 
held in the case before them that a woman who after 
obtaining a decree nist instituted an action for a tres- 
pass to her separate property could not go on with the 
action, although before the trial the decree had been. 
made absolute. 

But if this be law, what becomes of the case of 
Prole v. Soady (16 W. R. 445, L. R. 3 Oh. 220), the 
authority to which the Lord Chancellor referred, and 
which he endeavoured to show, or at any rate stated, 
was reconcilable with the view taken in the recent 
judgment ? In that case a woman, being entitled to a fund 
in court, joined with her husband in assigning the fund 
by way of mortgage. The fund was carried over to the 
joint account of the husband and wife, and a stop order 
put upon itin favourof the mortgagee. Subsequently, 
a decree nist was made for the dissolution of the 
marriage, but before it became absolute the mortgagee 
presented a petition and obtained an order for payment 
of his debt out of the fund. The wife appealed from 
the order, and a: few days before the appeal was heard 
the'decree became absolute. The Lord Chancellor (then 
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Lord Justice Cairns) allowed the appeal, saying, “I am 
of opinion that, according to the Act, it is impossible to 
hold otherwise than that the order nisi is the decree 
which the court eventually makes absolute against the 
parties. Therefore I think the order absolute in this 
case took effect from [the date of the decree nisi], and 
that everything done in the interval was subject to the 
danger of being setaside by the order becoming absolute.” 
Now, it cannot be contended that in that case, if there 
had been no decree nisi, the order of the court for pay- 
ment of the debt out of the fund would not have been a 
reduction into possession by the husband through the 
act of bis assignee; and accordingly the judgment of 
Lord Justice Cairns amounted to this—for it will be 
observed that the decision did not in any way go upon 
the doctrine of the wife’s equity to a settlement—that 
in the interval between decree nisi and decree abso- 
late the wife is a feme sole at any rate to this extent, 
that her husband cannot reduce her choses in action, 
&c., into possession. Surely this conflicts with the decision 
in Norman v. Villars, whichis that the status is absolutely 
unchanged until decree absolute. The Lord Chancellor, 
while professing to adhere to his former decision, does 
not really give any reason for it. He merely says 
“that the Court of Chancery, having the custody of the 
fund, would be departing from its usual principles if it 
allowed the fund to be carried away to the detriment of 
the lady before the issue was determined of the pro- 
ceedings that had been commenced.” It would, of 
course, be to the detriment of a wife to allow a husband 
suffering from a dangerous illness to reduce her choses 
in action into possession; but even the Court of Chancery 
would not, as to funds under its custody, have declined 
to pay them out to him simply on the ground that he 
was ill, and that it would wait until the issue of his 
living or dying was determined. We venture to think 
that, the Legislature having made no provision as to the 
property of wives after a decree nisi, and having, accord- 
ing to the recent view, advisedly kept them in a state of 
coverture until decree absolute, the courts can in no in- 
stance refuse to give effect to the rights or overlook the 
disabilities of the spouses in that interval. Whether 
some statutory provision ought not to be made to meet 
this class of cases is another question into which we do 
not propose to enter, our present object being to compare 
the two decisions to which we have referred with a 
view of suggesting that Prole v. Soady may possibly 
net be considered as laying down the true principle for 
the decision of future cases of a similar character. 





A parnister writing to the Daily Telegraph gives a 
vivid picture of the state of things at Judges’ 
Chambers on Tuesday last. ‘‘ There were,” he says, “‘ at 
least 150 summonses to be disposed of. Counsel, solici- 
tors, and parties to the suit on each side were crammed 
together in a disgraceful little den about forty feet 
square. The air was unendurable, and it was difficult 
to remain in the place without nausea. There was no 
order or regularity ; no one knew when his case might be 
called on, or when it might not; the common precaution 
of making out a list had not been adopted. Every now 
and then the judge’s clerk opened the door and shouted 
out the title of a case, and then ensued a struggle to 
get in which I can only compare to the scene outside 
the pit-door of Drury-lane on Boxing-night. If the 
parties called were not ready, who were ready 
tried literally to fight their way through the doorway 
into his lordship’s presence. Hats were crushed, um- 
brellas broken, and black brief bags torn out of the 
grip of their owners in the struggle. I myself, having 
a summons to attend to, waited with my opponent 
patiently for three hours. We then went away in 

. We had waited three hours on the Friday 
before, and three hours on the Tuesday before that.” 
All this is very shameful, no doubt; but the remedy 
which the writer proposes (and which is also urged in a 





leading article in the paper to which he writes) appears 
to us to be rather of the heroic order; it is that four 
more judges should be made. Without entering into 
the general question of the strength of the existing staff 
of judges, it does appear to us that a little thought 
bestowed on the best methods of reducing the disorder 
at Judges’ Chambers into something like decency, per. 
haps an extra day’s attendance by the vacation judge, 
and possibly an increase in the number of the vacation 
judges (for there is nothing in the eternal fitness. of 
things actually prohibitory of more than two judgeg 
being at one time in London during the long vacation), 
might do a good deal towards civilizing Serjeants’-inn, 








Writing with reference to the recent railway disturbances 
in America, the Albany Law Journal says :—We notice not 
unfrequently examples where a law passed for one pu 
is found useful to accomplish another, which the law. 
makers could not have had in contemplation. It was some 
years ago ordained by the Federal authority, that postage 
stamps should not be sold at a price higher than the nominal 
value. The object of this was to prevent extortionate 
practices by postmasters. But the law was found available 
to suppress a fraudulent traffic entered into by a young 
gentleman who advertized that he would furnish elegant 
likenesses of Washington and Franklin, engraved on steel, 
for the small sum of a quarter of a dollar. The Legislature 
of this State last winter, in order to check certain malicious 
acts usually committed by boys and tramps, which were 
liable to result in disaster, passed an Act providing that 
“any person who shall wilfully place any obstruction upon 
any railroad, or loosen, tear up, or remove any part ofa 
railroad, or displace, tamper or in any way interfere with 
any switches, frogs, rail, track, or other part of any railroad, 
so as to endanger the safety of any train, or who shall 
wilfully throw any stone or other missile at any train on any 
railroad, shall, upon conviction thereof, be punished by im- 
—— in a Sate prison, not exceeding ten years, or be 

iable to a fine not exceeding a thousand dollars, or by both 

such fine and imprisonment.”’ This law, in connection with 
reward offered for the detection of those caught violating it, 
has, during the past few days, been found a very efficient 
means of checking the disposition manifested on the part of 
those engaged in interfering with railroad traffic to tamper 
with railroad property. 


The Central Law Journal, which is published at St. Louis, 
has the following paragraph in its issue bearing date the 3rd 
inst.:—The tardy appearance of this journal last week and 
this week is to be attributed to the “strike,” of which St, 
Louis has had a little alarming, though bloodless, experience, 
Our own printers did not strike, but the press on which this 
journal is printed was shut down by a mob, while one of the 
forms was being worked off. At this critical juncture both 
of the editors and all the contributing editors at St. Louis 
joined the militia—all, except his honour, Judge Treat, who, 
with the United States Marshal and the military authorities, 
concerted measures for freeing from the rule of the mob the 
Illinois and St. Louis bridge, the St. Louis railway 
and other property in the custody of receivers of. the United 
States Circuit Court. We are glad to note, also, that another 
gentleman, formerly connected with this journal, and still 
widely known to our readers—the Hon. Samuel Sloper, editor 
of the Library Docket—was among the first to draw the sword 
in defence of outraged law and order. He marched forth as 
captain of the first provisional company which sprang to 
arms—a company composed of that genial and cultivated 
body of gentlemen known as the University Club. His com- 
pany soon swelled to a battalion, and the partiality of his 
comrades invested him with the rank of major; in which ad- 
dition, hail, most worthy Sloper! We must not forget to add 
that our young contributing editor, Mr. Metcalfe, happening 
to be in Springfield, Il]., at the time the war became 
attached himself to the Governor's Guard, with which body of 
heroes he committed, as Fluellen would say, most excellent 
services at the pridge—we mean at the east end of the Illinois 
and St. Lonis Bridge. We have no doubt that our other con- 
tributors can give equally good accounts of themselves, and 
that many of them kanow mach more about the eg oY of 
the wars and the customs and the usages of it than did 
@ week ago, 
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MEASURE OF DAMAGE IN CONTRACTS OF 
MARINE INSURANCE. 


Tur recent case of Lohre v. Aitchison (L. R. 2 Q. B. D. 
501) raised a curious point in insurance law. We 
cannot say that the law on the subject seems at all 
difficult or doubtful, but the result is no doubt an 
anomaly. The facts, putting aside details, were briefly 
these:—The defendant insured the plaintiff for £1,200 
upon a ship valued at £2,600. The ship was much 
damaged by perils of the sea, but was repaired. As 
she was avery old ship the necessary consequence of the 

irs was to make her much more valuable than she 
was when insured. The plaintiff sued upon the policy 
for a partial loss, and sought to recover the amount ex- 

ded in repairs, making the usual allowance of one- 
third new for old. The defendant contended that at the 
outside the plaintiff could not recover more than the 
amount of a total loss with benefit of salvage, the 
amount of the repairs sought to be recovered being more 
than this. It was urged very strongly that the contract 
of marine insurance is a contract of indemnity, and that 
it would be singular if the plaintiff could be in a better 
position by reason of a partial loss than if no loss at all 
had occurred; and the rule suggested by the defendant 
was that the depreciation in value of the ship by reason 
of the sea damage was the measure of the amount that 
could be recovered on the policy. On the other side it 
was contended thai the shipowner was always entitled to 
repair if he chose to do so, and that, if he repaired, the 
cost of the repairs was the measure of the amount that 
ould be recovered on the policy. The court decided 
that this contention was correct, and that accordingly 
the plaintiff was entitled to recover the amount of 
repairs, making the customary deduction of one-third 
new for old, although the amount so recoverable largely 
exceeded the amount of a total loss with benefit of sal- 


age. 

The result was that the shipowner was better off by 
teason of a loss having happened than he would have 
been if the vessel had proceeded in safety to her 
journey’s end. Mr. Benjamin’s very terse and forcible 
way of putting the case for the defendant was substan- 
tially true. The plaintiff got a new ship instead of an 
old one to a very great extent at the defendant’s ex- 
pense. This is not altogether a desirable result, it must 
be admitted, especially having regard to the allegations 
that are sometimes made with respect to the practice of 
sending o)d and unseaworthy ships to sea in reliance on 
the insurance. 

A great deal of learning was aired in the course of 
the argument with regard to the objects of marine in- 
surance, and to the question whether the proper measure 
of damages on a policy of marine insurance was the cost 
of repairs or the depreciation in value of the ship. The 
court also entered in the judgment upon topics of this 
sort. It was said that the fallacy of the defendant's 
aoe was that it regarded the ship only as a sale- 

chattel. It is admitted that depreciation in sale- 
able value is the measure of the loss in the case of insur- 
ance on goods. But the court said thata ship is different. 
The shipowner does not want the ship only as a saleable 
chattel, he wants it as a freight-earning machine. The 
question, however, seems to us to turn on somewhat 
narrower considerations, The whole matter, as it 
@ppears to us, depends on the consideration to which 
the court alluded at the close of their judgment when 
they said, “The anomaly in this case is really caused by 
the arbitrary rule which has been established of estimat- 
ing the benefit which the owner receives from having 
new timbers in tho place of old at one-third their cost.” 
Tt is well settled that to avoid difficult and complicated 
questions, and the uncertainty that would otherwise 
arise in the case of old ships—that is, all ships but ships 
on their first voyage or ships less than a year old (for, as 
the court observed in the recent case, it does not seem to be 
tttled what the precise test of novelty is)—the differ- 





ence in value between the old and new materials is 
fixed at one-third of the value of the new. It appears 
to us that directly this datum is granted the case is 
clear. It is not so much that there is really any differ- 
ence between the two tests, viz., the expense of repairs 
and the depreciation in value of the ship as a saleable 
chattel. Itis to be regarded as an implied term of the 
contract of insurance that, if the ship is repaired, being 
an old ship, the shipowner is to be taken to have acquired 
a benefit over and above the value of the old ship to 
the extent of one-third of the value of the materials, 
and this is to be deducted in order to give the shipowner 
merely an indemnity. But this is only another way of 
saying that the depreciation of the ship in value is, by 
contract between the parties, to be estimated in a 
particular manner. If the rule were true in all cases, 
or taking a case in which it is true, that is to say, in 
which the value of the ship after repair amounted 
to the value of the ship before the damage plus the 
allowance of one-third new for old, it is clear that the 
cost. of repair, after deducting the allowance, would 
equal the depreciation in value of the ship. We do 
not see how the depreciation in value as a saleable 
chattel could very well in such a case be estimated 
except by the cost of repair. 

It seems to us, therefore, that the whole matter 
resolves itself into a question of the allowance; and the 
question as to which of the two modes of estimating 
the amount to be recovered is to be adopted does not 
really very much assist in the solution of the case. It 
is, perhaps, after all, only a matter of form, but we 
prefer this way of putting the case because it preserves 
the theoretical principle that the contract of marine 
insurance is one of indemnity. 

If the case is carefully considered, it will be seen that 
the argument for the defendant in reality involved an 
abrogation of the rule as to the allowance in a large class 
of cases. It amounted to saying that the rule shall 
only apply when the result would be that the shipowner 
does not obtain a benefit by reason of it in having a 
more valuable ship than he had before the damage 
occurred. If this were so, it is obvious that the rule 
goes by the hoard altogether. Its express object is 
defeated, because in such cases you always would have 
to make a comparison between the relative value of the 
ship as she existed before the damage and her value as 
repaired. We take it, one of the principal reasons for 
the rule is the difficulty of making a comparison be- 
tween the past condition of a thing and its present 
altered condition. The underwriter is necessarily 
placed at a great disadvantage in such an inquiry. 
It follows from the existence of the rule that in 
some cases the shipowner will obtain an advantage 
and get more than an indemnity, and in others the 
underwriter will get an advantage and the shipowner 
less than an indemnity. This is the inevitable resu't- 
which must obviously be contemplated in the establish- 
ment of an arbitrary rule of this sort. The case, in 
fact, is analogous to that of liquidated damages. The 
parties have agreed on a certain mode of computing the 
amount of damage done, knowing, or being taken to 
know, when |they so agree, that that mode of computa- 
tion will not exactly represent the actual amount of 
loss. The true mode of representing that contract does 
not appear to us so much to be that any other principle 
is introduced into the law than that the amount of 
depreciation in the value of the ship is the measure 
of the amount to be recovered, as that, the amount of 
such depreciation being the measure of damage, it is to 
be computed in accordance with the agreement. If the 
case be so regarded, it will be seen that the principle 
that the contract of insurance is one of indemnity is 
no more trenched upon than by the admission of valued 
policies, 
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SCOTCH DEFENDANTS IN ENGLISR 
COURTS. 


Tux following appeared in the July number of the Journal 
of Jurisprudence and Scottish Law Magazine :— 

When the Judicature Act came into operation, 
English litigants were not slow to avail themselves 
of the facilities for citing Seotchmen to appear before 
the English courts, and there to become acquainted 
with the delays and expense which are characteristic 
of these tribunals. Much injustice was done, and many 
claims were settled which could have been prop- 
erly and successfully resisted if the unfortunate 
defenders had not been deterred by the trouble and expence. 
Deputations waited upon the Lord Chancellor, and the 
grievance was readily admitted, and a remedy was pro- 
mised, which seems to have been accepted as a substantial 
alteration. Difficulties by the new system were thrown in 
the way of the service of English writs in Seotland. The 
leave of a judge was required, and thongh the question of 
service was left in his discretion, affidavits had to be furnished 
stating certain particulars about Scotch courts, in addition to 
the previously required affidavit that the plaintiff's ground 
of action arose in England. It was, however, soon found 
that little or no change had been effected, and at this pre- 
sent time nearly as many, perhaps as many, writs are being 
served on Scotchmen, summoning them to the English 
courts, as before the alteration was made. I[f an effort is 
not at once maile to get rid of this injustice, it will soon be 
looked on as quite natural that an Englishman should be 
entitled to sue a Scotchman in London, get decree against 
him, and then make use of the expensive machinery of the 
Judgments Extension Act to enforce payment of the sum 
for which decree may have been given, while no correspond- 
ing privilege is given to Scotchmen against English debtors. 

e following case illustrates the great hardships to which 
the present practice may and often does give rise :—A 
Scotchman resident in Scotland incurred a debt to a school- 
master for the education of one of his children in England. 
His circumstances became embarrassed, and rendered it 
necessary for him to call a meeting of his creditors. In- 
stead of applying for sequestration or offering a composi- 
tion, he surrendered his whole property to his creditors, 
who acceded to his proposals, and it was realized 
and the proceeds divided rateably among them. The 
debt to the schoolmaster, which amounted to 
£35 5s. 3d. was admitted, and ranked for a first dividend 
of 6s. 8d. in the pound. The schoolmaster took payment, and 
then took out a writ summoning the debtor to appear in 
the High Court of Justice in London, to defend a claim for 
the balance, viz, £23 13s. 4d4., an amount for which an 
action could not have been brought in the Court of Session, 
An order for service was made, and the writ was served on 
the defendant. The action was not defended ; and meanwhile 
a second and final dividend was declared, and payment of 
it offered as in full of the balance. It was received by the 
schoolmaster, who, however, took decree for the full sum 
sued for, and sent down his decree to Scotland, got it re- 
corded under the Judgments Extension Act, and charged 
the defendant for the whole sum without allowing a deduc- 
tion for the sum peid. ion st d 





A threat of a susp n stopp 
matters and forced a compromise; but this narrative is 
sufficient to show the manner in which advantage may be 
taken of an inequitable jurisdiction, and there can be 
little doubt that in the future frequent cases of oppression 
will occur. 

This article has called forth the following letter, which 
is printed in the current number of the same journal, and 
is addressed to its editor :—The public no less than the 
profession ought to be very grateful to you for again call- 
ing attention to the hardship and injustice constantly being 
done towards residents in Scotland under the recent English 
Indicature Act. The Act in question, so far as it relates 
to Scotch litigants, isa direct infringement of the 19th 
article of the Treaty of Union, which beara ‘‘ that no 
causes in Scotland be cognosceable by the Courts of Chan- 
cery, Queen’s Bench, Common Pleas, or any other court 
in Westminster Hall, and that the said courts, or any other 
of the like nature, after the Union, shall have no power to 
cognosce, review, or alter the acts or sentences of the judi- 
catures within Scotland, or stop the execution of the 
game.” 


apt illustration of the hardship of the Act complained of, 
and I now send you another of a similar kind, A 

ciled Scotchman, who resided in the extreme north of 
Scotland, was a member of a trading firm carrying op 
business in a Scotch seaport town, from which firm he 
retired some time since, and his retirement was dul 
intimated in the Edinburgh Gazette, and by circular 
transmitted to all the customers of the firm, he. 
firm subsequently became embarrassed, and an Engilsh 
creditor took out a writ in the Liverpool distriot 
registry of the High Oourt of Justice, sning, not 
ouly the firm, but the partner who had retired 
from it. Neither the firm nor the former partner 
were subject to the jurisdiction of the English court on 
any recognized principle of law with which we are familiar, 
but the difficulty appears to have been got over by a sort 
of fiction which, it is to be maintained, makes every ong 
in Scotland who happens to have any dealings whatever 
with an English customer or correspondent subject to the 
jurisdiction of the English courts. The goods the prioe of 
which was sued for were offered for sale by a Liverpogl 
house by telegram, and the offer was accepted by letter 
from the Scotch honse. The contract might thus he ggid 
to be Scotch, because it was completed by the acceptance 
of the Scotch firm ; but any little difficulty in the way of 
fixing the jurisdiction has been very conveniently, not to 
say ingeniously, got over, by holding that the contract wap. 
completed by delivery of the goods to the railway carrier 
in Liverpool, and the Scotch purchasera thus became 
amenable to the jurisdiction of the English courts. At 
least such is the effect of the judgment of one of the judges 
of the Common Pleas Division. The hardship of this judg. 
ment becomes all the more apparent when it is considered 
that the question to be tried is not one affeoting the com 
tract, but as to the liability of the defendant for the debs 
of the firm, contracted after he has retired. It became 


sworn before commissioners for taking oatha before the 
English courts, and es the defendant resided many 
hundreds of miles from any commissioner, be had to per 
form a long journey in order to get the oath taken, Ab 


Scotland, it is surprising that there is so much ~~ 
displayed on the part of the commanity. The apathy 
the general public is no doubt the result of ignorance, 
that of the profession can result only from indifference, 


country, and if it is not seriously faced and properly 


court of session, but our local sheriff courta will find them 
selves quietly abolished by a side wind wherever questions 
arise in which residents in Hogland stand in the position 
of pursuers. As the case quoted by you last month showh 
the jurisdiction of the High Court is not affected by the 
smallness of the amount which may be sued for. 


= 








In the Irish Bankruptcy Court, on the 17th inst,, befon 
Judge Miller, an application was made in Re Thome 
Blackwell. 
draper in North Harl-street, Dublin. Mr, Collins applied 
on behalf of the Singer Machine Company for an 
to give up @ sewing machine found on the ban 
premises, and hired by him on the ordinary pri 
agreement that, until fally paid for, the hirer Feige 
deemed a bailee only. Only two months’ hire 
been paid, and there were nine months’ due, J 
Miller said he only required the concurrence @ 
Judge Harrison to put an effectual stop to thié 
hiring system. Once for all, he might say, he wa 
determined to put an end to the system. 
from the advertisements in the daily press now, 
would seem that every article in future was to be 0 
on hire, That practice had gone far enough with regerd @ 
pianos, but at present sewing machines, watches, and 4 

inds of articles were advertized for procurement on 
system. If parties were not able to purchase articles 


altogether. After some discussion Judge Miller said 
would make no rule on the motion, without prejudic 





The case narrated in the Journal for July afforded an 


or the clause in the Act of Parliament might be struc 


had better do without them. This system must be stop : 
the application being renewed on a future day.— alk 
Guardian, ae 





necessary to file affidavits on the subject, which had to be i 


though casea similar to the above are occurring all ove — 


The question is, however, an important one for this — 


settled in the interests of the Scotch courts, not only the © 


The bankrupt had carried on business 99% © 
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THE STATUTES OF THE REALM. 


ANorHER annual addition to the statute-book has just 
been completed, and this is a fit time for noticing what is 
being done in regard to the consolidation of the statutes. A 
memorandum recently laid before Parliament, and which 
was submitted by the Statute Law Committee to the Lord 
Chancellor last year, suggested that, though there is at 
present no competent machinery for systematic consolida- 
tion, and no Minister in a position to take charge of the 
Bills in Parliament, the work might be promoted by 
Government departments effecting a consolidation of the 
groups of statutes which they have to administer, and 
erick, in fact, ‘cannot be dealt with except by those 
departments. The Poor Law Acts are mentioned as an 
instance; and there are many Acts relating to municipal 
corporations which could, with great advantage, be put into 
one Act, under the authority and on the responsibility of 
the Home Secretary. The Mutiny Acts greatly burden the 
statute-book every year, and it would be a valuable piece 
of statute law reform if the War Office and the Admiralty 
would respectively prepare an Act containing the provisions 
which are reproduced year after year, so that the annual 
Acts could to a general Act. The advanced stage of 
the revised edition of the statutes, produced under the 
direction of the Statute Law Committee, furnishes a further 
ity for consolidation and expurgation. The first 
es consist in great part of statutes relating to sheriffs 
and distress, which seem to be fit subjects for consolida- 
tion. The committee propose, as the first step to it, to have 
an examination of the statutes made, Act by Act, relating 
to the subject under consideration, and to have the results 
recorded with reference to the possibilities of consolidation 
and expurgation. The consolidation Bills should be 
specially marked out, by preliminary reports laid before Par- 
liament, and by an accompanying explanatory memorandum, 
as Bills whose object is to compress the bulk and improve 
the form of the statute law, altering the effect of it either not 
at all or only on minor points, and in a way not open to 
question, Parliament might be willing to refer such Bills 
to a select committee or committees for examination as re- 
gards their coming within the category of simple consolida- 
tion Bills. The Lord Chancellor approved these sugges- 
tions, and in June of this year the committee further 
reported to him that they had determined to have a detailed 
examination made of the whole of the statutes with respect 
to the subjects of (1) sheriff and distress, (2) civil procedure 
and eourts, and (3) criminal law and procedure; and for 
these subjects respectively they have obtained the assistance 
of Mr. G, A. R. Fitzgerald, Mr. A. Wilson, and Mr. R. S. 
Wright. The committee express their hope that they 
shall be able to report soon on the result of this examina- 
tion as regards the first subject ; the work as regards the 
two others will necessarily occupy a considerable time. 
They add that they have not failed to give attention to 
the consolidation of departmental and other statutes. They 
also report progress upon another matter—namely, the 
chronological table and index. They think that the index 
should be improved by the more extensive adoption of a 
systematic classification of the Acts under different heads, 
and that it should have, as far as reasonably may be, less 
of the character of a collection of references, and more of 
the character of a very brief digest of the substance of the 
enactments. The committee have determined to publish 
& new edition of the chronological table and index on 
February, 1878 ; it will be to an important ‘extent revised 
and improved. The parts of the index for Scotland and 
Treland and the colonies, now separated, will be combined 
With the general part. Several portions of the index will 
be redrawn. Mr. W. L.Selfe is the editor. Blaborate 
instructions for the work have been prepared by Sir Henry 
» The committee hope that subsequent editions of 
the chronological table and index will be published 
annually, they propose that a more extended revision 
shall be made during 1878 for the edition of 1879. The 
committee further recommend a revision by repealing 
Actes of the ante-Union Parliaments of Scotland and 
and the publication of a revised edition of the 
respective ante- Union statutes remaining in force, and of a 
‘ table and index of those statutes, Lastly, it 
8 thet a new edition of the statutes revised 
be prepared. The farther edition is to be in a less expen- 
sive form, 80 a8 to be aczessible to all classes of purchasers. 





Its bulk can be reduced by the application of subsequent 
repeals, by the omission of the French and Latin originals, 
and in other ways. In the present edition many enact- 
ments are repetitions ; for instance, Act after Act contains 
a detailed procedure for the recovery of penalties under 
that particular Act, and one general enactment could easily 
be framed to cover all these provisions, and they could 
then be repealed and left out. A similar treatment could 
be applied to the great mass of legislation operated on, 
without being repealed, by the Supreme Court of Jadica- 
ture Acts; all such provisions will come under review, and 
can be repealed, in the course of the preparation of the 
further edition, those that are still of any value being con- 
centrated into a new Act. The post-Union statutes affect- 
ing Scotland only and Ireland only may also be put into 
two se te sete of volumes in the further edition, so.that 
the parchase of them may be optional.— Times. 








Heqal Pews. 


— 7 


The Bill and Bar fees in the House of Lords for the year 
ended the 31st of March amounted to £18,501 5s. 64. 


On Tuesday last Mr. Justice Fry sat for the first time at 
the Judges’ Chambers, Serjeants’-inn, and heard a number 
of summonses. Master Bennett also disposed of sum- 
monses. 


It appears from the statistics of the Home Office that the 
number of persons executed for murder in the year 1863 was 
22 out of 29 senterced to death. From that date the numbers 
executed and sentenced, respectively, were as follows:—In 
1864, 19 executed out of 32 sentenced ; in 1865, 7 out of 20; 
1866, 12 out of 26 ; 1867, 10 out of 27; 1868, 12 out of 21; 
1869, 10 out of 18; 1870, 6 out of 15; 1871, 4 out of 13; 
1872, 15 out of 30 ; 1873, 11 out of 18 ; 1874, 16 out of 25; 
1875, 18 out of 33. 


The chief constable of Stafford has opposed the renewa 
of innkeepefs’ licences where the publican is non-resident 
on the premises, with the contention that, although the Act 
makes no provision either way, the magistrates should con- 
sider the spirit of the Act, and make the licence resident. 
Mr. Smith, barrister, of the Oxford Circuit, appearing in 
support of a non-resident applicant, before the Statford 
licensing justices, contended that the bench must take the 
Act, and had no discretionary power in the matter. The 
bench disallowed the objection. 


One of our daily contemporaries contains the following 
letter: —‘‘On a matter of legal importance I went to Somer- 
set House in December last to search the lexi phical 
index of marriages, but was informed it had not been made 
up toa later date than March, 1876, rendering a search 
useless, On the 14th inst. I went again, and found that the 
index could not be searched to a later date than June, 1876. 
Therefore the index is now thirteen months in arrear, while 
in December, 1876, it was only nine months. I mention 
this, hoping that, through your medium, the Registrar- 
General may be induced to give. the public information of 
such vital social importance by some speedier means than 
those at present adopted.” 


A correspondent, writing to the Zimes in answer toa 
letter in which it was assumed that forfeiture for felony was 
still the law in this country, says:—‘* Whatever the merits 
of the De Tourville case may eventually turn out to be, and 
they certainly cannot with propriety be discussed pending the 
prisoner’s appeal, your correspondent is in error in supposiag 
that, if Mr. de Tourville had been found guilty ia this 
country of the offence with which he is his 
property would have gone to the Crown. Forfeiture for 
felony was abolished in 1870 (33 & 34 Vict. c. 23), and 
this statute contains elaborate provisions for the adminis- 
tration of the property of convicts. It is certain, there- 


fore, that if the trial had been held in this co and Mr. 
de Tourville had been found guilty, the fact of his coa- 
viction would not have created a forfeiture. It may 
perhaps interest your readers to. know that the above 


statute does not apply to Scotland, and, wey that its 


- cap is also confined to persons convicted in ‘ 
ales, or Ireland.’ Is it not open, therefore, to some 
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doubt whether, in the case of an Englishman being con- 
vieted abroad of a crime equivalent to a felony in this 
country, his property is not still subject to the law as it 
stood prior to 1870? But this is a matter for the lawyers 
to determine, and the melancholy circumstances which have 
led to the present inquiry may, perhaps, settle the law.” 





Appotutnrents, Ete. 


Mr. Cuartes Francis Eczrton ALLEN, bareister, has 
bien appointed Government Advocate at Rangoon. Mr. 
Alen is a graduate of St. John’s College, Cambridge, and 
was called to the bar at the Inner Temple in Trinity Term, 
1871. He was formerly a member of the Northern Circuit, 
and bas been for some time law lecturer at the Presidency 
College, Calcutta. 

Mr. Jonn Witit1am Kirxanp, solicitor, of Southwell, 
has been appointed a Commissioner to administer Oaths 
in the Supreme Court of Judicature in England. 

Mr. Henry LovisonD, solicitor, of Bridgwater, has been 
appointed Joint Clerk to the Somersetshire Drainage Com- 
missioners. Mr. Lovibond was admitted a solicitor in 1843, 
and practises in partnership with his son, Mr. George 
Lovibond. He is registrar of the Bridgwater County 
Court. 

Mr. Octavus Joun Wittiamson has been appointed Re- 
vising Barrister for the Metropolitan Boroughs other than 
the City of London. Mr. Williamson was Called to the bar 
at the Inner Temple in Hilary Term, 1845, and practises 
as an equity draftsman and conveyancer. As one of the 
additional revisers appointed in 1868, he was revising bar- 
rister for the county of Middlesex in that year. 





Wetake the following from a letter on “ Whimsical Wills” 
recently published in the Newcastle Weekly Chronicle:— 
“Some years ago an English gentleman bequeathed to his 
two daughters their weight in £1 bank-notes. The eldest 
daughter got £51,200 and the younger £57,344. Here is 
a singnlar bequest by a Frenchman; it may truly be styled 
* Anew way to pay old debts,’ Vaugeas, the famous French 
grammarian, was in the receipt of several pensions, but so 
prodigal was he in his liberalities that he not only always 
remained poor, but was rarely out of debt, and finally 
aquired amcng his intimates the sobriquet of Le Hibon 
from his compulsory assumption of the habits of that bird, 
and only venturing into the streets at night. His will con- 
tains much that is original, but the following is an especially 
characteristic clause. After disposing of all the little he 
possessed to meet the claims of his creditors, he adds :— 
* Still, asit may be found that even after the sale of my 
library and effects these funds will not sufficeto pay my 
debts, the only means I can think of to meet them is that 
my body should be sold to the surgeons on the best terms 
that can be obtained, and the product applied, as far as it 
will go, towards the liquidation of any sums it may be 
found I still owe; I have been of very little service to 
society while I lived, I shall be glad if [ can thus become 
of any use after I am dead.’ Whether the creditors 
accepted this well-intentioned bequest in part satisfac- 
tion of their claims is not recorded. I should have 
been wae ney to have found that it was ‘declined 
with thanks,’ so that the poor savant’s body might have 
gone in peace, instead of pieces, to its last resting-place. 
The following is an extract from the will of John Hylett 
Stow, proved in 1781:—‘‘I hereby direct my executors 
to lay ont five guineas in the purchase of a pictare of the 
viper biting the benevolent hand of the person who saved 
him from perishing in the snow, if the same can be bought 
for the money ; and that they do, in memory of me, pre- 
sentitto . . . , Esq.,a King’s Counsel, whereby he 
may have frequent opportunities of contemplating on it, 
and by s comparison between that and his own virtue be 
able to form a certain judgment which is best and most 
profitable, a grateful remembrance of past friendship and 
almost parental regard, or ingratitude and insolence. This 
I direct to be presented to him in lieu of a legacy of three 


thousand pounds I bad by a former will ked 
amu ray renee 





—. 
$< 


Sucieties. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY, 


The following circular has been issued by the Secretary 
to the Incorporated Law Society with respect to the 
society’s annual provincial meeting :— 

I am directed by the council to inform you that the 
apnual provincial meeting of this society, for the present 
year, will be held in the Town Council Chamber, Corn. 
street, Bristol, on Wednesday and Thursday, the 10th and 
11th of October next, on the invitation of the Incorporated 
Law Society of Bristol. 

It has been arranged, after communication with the 
Bristol Society, that the proceedings shall be as follow :— 

Wednesday, 10th October.—The president will take the 
chair at 11 a.m., and address the meeting. After the 
address of the president, papers contributed by members 
of the society will be read and discussed. The meeting 
will adjourn at 1.30. It will be resumed at 2.30 and be 
closed at 4.30 o’clock. In the evening the members of the 
Incorporated Law Society attending the meeting will be 
entertained at dinner by the Bristol Law Society, in the 
Hall of the Society of Merchant Venturers. 

Thursday, 11th October.—The meeting will be resumed 
at 11 a.m., when the reading of papers, and the discussion 
thereon, will be continued until 4.30 p.m., with an interval 
for luncheon between 1.30 and 2.30 p.m. 

Arrangements will be made to enable the members who 
remain till Friday, the 12th of October, to visit various 
objects of interest in Bristol and its neighbourhood. 

he honorary secretary of the Bristol Reception Com- 
mittee, Mr. H. F. Lawes, 17, Small-street, Bristol, will be 
happy to give any further information with regard to the 
arrangements. 

Should you wish to attend the meeting, it is indispen- 
sable that you should communicate with me not later than 
the 25th of August next [to-day], as the list of gentlemen 
to be included in the invitation of the Bristol Law Society 
will be closed on that day. 

If you are desirous of reading a paper at the meeting, 
be good enough to send it to me, to be laid before the 
committee, on or before the 18th September next. 

Subject to the control of the president, each gentlemar 
attencing the meeting will be at liberty to speak, and to 
vote upon any matter under discussion; but all resola 
tions, expressive of the sentiments of the meeting, will be 
framed in the form of recommendations or requests to the 
council to take the subjects of such resolutions into their 
consideration. 








Caurts. 


THE RAILWAY COMMISSION.* 
April 10; May 17.—The Victoria Coal and Iron Company 
v. The Neath and Brecon and Midland Railway Companits. 


Continuous line of railway—Forwarding traffio—Coal traffic 
Appeal—Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1854, s. 2, 

The obligation imposed upon every railway comeeny to afford 
all due and reasonable facilities for receiving and forwarding by 
its railway traffic coming by another, which forms with its 
continuous line of communication, is not limited to the cases ia 
which a railway company has accommodation to take over 
traffic at the point of junction. 

Upon complaint by the lessees of a colliery, situated on the 
N. and B. Railway, at a short distance from its june 
tion with the M. ilway to S., that they were pr 
sending the traffic ef their colliery to 8. by the railways of the 
two companies, which formed a direct route, and in con 
had to send it by a circuitous route, it was proved that the tr 
railways formed @ continuous line of communication, aud that, 

hysicaly, there was no difficulty in the traffic of the colliery 
be og carried to 8, by the direct route. 

Held, that the * licants were entitled, under sectien 2 of the 
Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 1864, to have their traffic om 
veyed by any route they pleased, and to use the two 
as if they were one continuous line, 


This was an application by the Victoria Coal and Ine 
Company under the 2nd section of the Railway and Case 


© Reported by W. H. Macnamana, Haq., Barrister-at-Lat- 
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_Mreffic Act, 1854, for the purpose of obtaining due facilities 
“ from the Neath and Brecon and Midland Railway Companies 
for forwarding coal and fireclay from the applicants’ colliery 
to Swansea, and to other places on the Midland Railway 
wié Ynis-y-geinon Junction. The applicants’ colliery was 
situated on the Neath and Brecon Railway, one mile above 
“Ynis-y-geinon, where there was a junction with the Midland 
Railway to Swansea. The distance from the applicants’ 
colliery to Swansea vid Ynis-y-geinon Junction was thirteen 
miles, There was another and longer route to Swansea 
from the colliery by the Neath and Brecon Railway vid 
Capel Colbren to Neath, and from thence to Swansea by 
the Great Western Railway. The distance by the latter 
route was twenty-three miles. The applicants’ traffic 
consigned to Swansea was conveyed by the longer route, 
the Midland Company refusing to receive and convey it 
from Ynis-y-geinon Junction, because the,Neath and Brecon 
Company had not constructed exchange sidings at the 
janction, as provided by a statutory agreement made be- 
tween the two railway companies. It was proved in evi- 
dence that for two months in 1875 the applicants’ traffic 
had been conveyed to Swansea by the continuous line of 
railway vid Ynis-y-geinon Junction, when the longer route 
vid Neath was closed owing to an accident to a bridge, 
and that there was no physical difficulty in running the 
applicants’ traffic through the junction without sidings, 

McIntyre, Q.C., and W. H. Macnamara appeared for 

the applicants. 

Pember, Q.C., for the Neath and Brecon Railway Com- 
Pdidder, Q.C., and Carter, for the Midland Railway Com- 
pany. 

The ComMIssIoNnERs delivered the following jadgment:— 

The colliery of the applicants adjoins a railway which 
goes by a direct route to Swansea, and it has been the wish 
of the applicants that the traffic of their colliery should be 
sent to Swansea by that route, but they have been prevented 

from using the railway because part of it belongs to one 
company, namely, the Neath and Brecon, and part of it to 
another company, the Midland, and these two companies 
cannot agree between themselves as to the arrangements to 
be made at the junction of their lines for the exchange of 
traffic. The difficulty and obstruction which arise from this 
entail a serious loss upon the applicants, They are de- 
prived, it eeems, of the means of selling their coal and fire- 
clay at Ystalyfera and places above on the Swansea Vale 
Railway, and the cost of the carriage of coal to Swansea by 
the very circuitous route by which it has at present to be 
sent, is higher considerably than it would be if it went by 
the direct route. Now, the Midland Company say that 
they are unable to forward the traffic by the Swansea Vale 
Railway because there are no sidings at the junction, and 
that by an agreement made in the year 1864 between the 
Neath and Brecon Company and the Swansea Vale Com- 
pany, now represented by the Midland Company, the Neath 
and Brecon Company were bound to construct at their own 
expense sidings at the junction for the interchange of traffic. 
hat agreement, we see, provides for the parties to it enter- 
ing into a more formal agreement based upon it, and includ- 
ing a general arbitration clause. This probably has not 
been done, but I suppose it was in the power of the Midland 
Company to require the Neath and Brecon Company to 
comply with the terms of the agreement in regard to siding 
accommodation; but be that as it may, the agreement is 
rather a mutual a ost between the parties than one 
in any way affecting the public, and the Midland Company, 
in our opinion, remains liable to its duty under the Traftic 
Act of 1854, s. 2, which, in its enactment regarding 
the conveyance of through traffic, applies more particularly 
to the forwarding company, and which states that a railway 
company shall afford all due and reasonable facilities for 
receiving and forwarding traffic delivered to it by another 


#ompany. 

The other defendants, the Neath and Brecon Company, 
appear to have been b ge willing that the traffic of the 
applicants should go by the short route, but to have 
desired that the haulage of it should be done by one com- 
pany only, and they proposed either to convey the traffic 
themselves all the way to Swansea, or that the Midland 

mpany should send an engine to the colliery and under- 

the conveyance over both lines, They had no power, 
however, to insist upon the Midland allowing them to use 
railway, nor, on the other hand, could they require 








the Midland Company to run over their line. But these 
proposals after all do not touch the right of the applicants 
under the Act of Parliament, which is to have their traffic 
conveyed by any route they please, and to use two rail- 
ways where there are two railways as if they were one 
continuous line. Under these circumstances we shall make 
an order upon the two companies to comply with the prayer of 
the application, but considering that the Midland Company 
have the power to run over the Neath and Brecon line, 
and could without difficulty pick up the applicants’ traffic, 
and that the Neath and Brecon were quite willing that 
they should do so, we think so obvious a course might have 
been taken by the Midland Company, and that that com- 
pany ought to pay the costs of the application, the Neath 
and Brecon Company paying their own costs. 

The Midland Company subsequently having applied to 
the commissioners to state a case for the opinion of a 
superior court, 

The Commissioners delivered the following judgment :— 
The Midland Railway Company desire to appeal upon oer- 
tain questions of law from our decision in this case. 

The Victoria Company, lessees of a colliery situated on 
the Neath and Brecon Railway at a short distance from 
its junction at Ynis-y-geinon with the Midland Railway to 
Swansea, complained to us that they were prevented send- 
ing the traffic of their colliery to Swansea by the railways 
of the two companies, and that contrary to the Traffic Act, 
1854, those companies would not afford any facilities for 
receiving and forwarding by one of their railways traffic 
arriving by the other. The two railways formed a con- 
tinuous line of communication, and physically there was 
no difficulty in the traffic of the colliery being carried to 
Swansea by this route. Each company, indeed, had 
running powers over the other’s line, and through trains 
of each passed daily between Brecon and Swansea by 
the junction at Ynis-y-geinon. But it appeared there were 
no sidings at the junction, and that without sidings traffic 
could not be handed over by one company to the other at 
the point of junction without some interruption to the 
through trains mentioned above. To prevent, however, any 
such interruption, the Neath and Brecon Company had pro- 
posed either that the Midland should stop their through 
trains, as they had power to do, at the colliery; and pick 
up and so forward the traffic of the applicants, or that they, 
the Neath and Brecon Company, instead of conveying the 

c as far only as to the junction, and there transferring 
it to the Midland, should convey it to Swansea, or any 
other place on the Midland line where a transfer could 
conveniently be made. The Midland Company would not 
consent to either of those courses, and contended that they 
were not bound to give any facilities for receiving and 
forwarding traffic, ne they could receive it and take it 
over at the point of junction. We were of opinion that the 
obligation imposed upon every railway company to afford all 
due and reasonable facilities for receiving and forwarding traffic 
was not limited to the cases in which a railway company had 
such accomodation ata junctionas that it could conveniently 
pgp glare ep a Par ig ri 
of the traffic or having it delivered into its custody. Even if 
the obligation were so limited, the Midland Company were 
in this case able to receive the traffic, subject to a partial 
interruption to their service of through trains, and although, 
had there been no alternative, we might not improba’ 
have deemed it unreasonable to insist upon this interru 
tion, yet seeing that the applicants’ traffic was equally 
entitled to consideration with the traffic carried by the 
Midland in their through trains, and that all risk of inter- 
ruption to the latter could be avoided by the through trains 
being stopped at the colliery to collect any traffic there, 
and also that one facility for receiving and forwarding such 
traffic which they could have given was by accepting the 
offer of the Neath and Brecon, to send it on by their own 
engines past the junction to wherever it could oa 
be transferred to the Midland, we held that they had ac’ 
in contravention of the Traffic Act, and had shown no suffi- 
cient cause why we should not order them to give facilities 
for receiving and ring ag 8 wy, their railway the traffic of 
the applicants arriving by the Neath and Brecon —— 
Our view of the law applicable to this case depends for i 
being correct or otherwise, upon whether upon the true con- 
struction of the Railway and Canal T Act, 1854, the 
cases in which a railway company is bound to provide 
facilities for saahring so forwarding by its railway traffic 
coming by another which 


forms with it a continuous line of 
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communication, are or are not confined to cases in which, 
in the existing state of the two railways, it is reasonably 
possible for the former company to take over such traffic at 
the point of junction, and upon this question, with 
reference to the first of the three questions of law proposed 
by the Midland Company, we are willing, if they desire it, 
to state a case. 

That company not only contended that if they couid not 
receive at a junction they were not bound to afford any 
facilities for receiving and forwarding, but that they could 
not be ordered to provide the accommodation at the junction 
which would enable them to receive, more particularly in 
the present case, having regard to an agreement with the 
Neath and Brecon Company, by which that company under- 
took to provide sidings at the junction for the exchange of 
traffic, Their second and third questions of law related to 
this part of the case. The Traffic Act of 1854 enacts that 
every railway company shall afford all due and reasonable 
facilities for receiving and forwarding traffic, and that they 
shall do this ‘‘so that all reasonable accommodation may 
by means of the railways of the several companies be 
afforded to the public in that behalf.” But our order, even 
in the case of the Midland Company not being in the wrong 
on their first point of law, does not import that they are to 
provide sidiogs at the junction, nor decide anything as to 
the Neath and Brecon Company not having as yet performed, 
nor been required by the Midland Company to perform, the 
stipulation as to sidings contained in the agreement. 
Questions of law, therefore, as to our power to enjoin the 
Midland to provide siding accommodation at the junction, 
either generally or in the particular circumstances of the 
agreement with the Neath and Brecon, do not at present, in 
our opinion, properly arise upon our order. 

Solicitors for the applicants, Darley § Cumberland. 

Solicitors for the Neath and Brecon Company, George 
Davis, Morgan, § Co. : 

Solicitors for the Midland Company, Beale, Marigold, 
Beale, $ Graves. 
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THE COST OF A PUBLIC PROSECUTOR. 


At the British Association Dr. Hancock read a paper 
“*On the Cost of adopting a Complete System of Public 
Prosecution in England, as illustrated by the results of the 
Scotch and Irish systems of public prosecution.’ He 
showed that the extension to England of the system of 

ublic prosecution, which had long existed in Scotland and 

land, was apparently only a question of time. In 1872 
Mr. Walpole had said, “It was really a disgrace—and he 
used the word advisedly—that England was the only 
country in the world where prosecutions for crime were left 
at the mercy of private individuals, who might or might 
not proceed with them as they thought fit.” That the 
delay in adopting so essential a reform is connected with 
fears of the cost appears from the observa'ion of the Home 
Secretary, who, while announcing that a Bill was prepared, 
said “a public prosecutor was an expensive luxury.” The 
Scotch system of a local Crown solicitor, called procura- 
tor fiscal, in sixty districts in Scotland, taking charge, 
under the direction of the Lord Advocate (who corresponds 
to the English and Irish Attorney-Generals), of all prose- 
cutions, from the very commencement to the final stage, 
costs only £27,960 a year—viz., £23,332 for salaries, 
£3,708 for other emoluments, and £920 for office expenses. 
The effect of this public local officer taking charge of pro- 
secutions arising out of sudden deaths was to dispense alto- 
gether with coroners’ inquests, the inquiry by the Crown 
solicitor into every sudden death that might possibly have 
resulted from crime being accepted as a complete substitute 
for coroners’ inquests, which do not exist in Scotland. In 
England the direct cost of coroners’ inquests was £84,286 ; 
from this it may be estimated that the dispensing with 
coroners’ inquests in Scotland is a-direct saving of £12,500 
a year, or about half the whole cost of the Crown solicitors. 
There is a further saving in having only a single instead of 
a double preliminary inquiry. This diminishes the time 
and expenses of witnesses, and saves double information, 
with all risks of complication and failure of justice which 
the double information before coroners and justices 
gives rise to. The Scotch system leads to a further 
— at the trial. With them _ case ant — 

y one jury, composed partly of ial an 

There the eneunhing is like 








partly of common jurors. 


information in England, and, except in cases of 

bills of indictment are not sent to a grand jury, 
This saves time of witnesses and judges and jurors when 
trials actually are held. The witnesses especially arg 
saved, because the public prosecutor can regulate the 
whole course of the business, aud witnesses need not at 
present necessarily attend from the commencement of the 
assizes, but only when the trial is fixed. The single jary 
system leads to another saving, prosecution in Scotland 
being stopped at an early stage, which in England and 
Ireland is stopped by grand juries, involving the cost of 
attendance of witnesses and of court proceedings. In Ire. 
land (if the cost of inquests, £8,094, which the Scoteh 
precedent would indicate to be unnecessary, be deducted 
the true cost of the public prosecutor system, £69,025, 
very slightly exceeded the cost of the English system, 
£62,015, on a portion of the population equal to that of 
Ireland. The slightly greater cost of the public prosecutor 
system in Ireland was far more than counterbalanced 
having only 934 in each 10,000 of the population, instead of 
14, as in England and Wales, confined at the cost of 
the State in gaols, convict prisons, and reformatories, 
These institutions cost only £187,155 in the year in Ire- 
land, as compared with a cost of £239,926 in an equal 
population in England and Wales, or £52,771 less. The 
Irish system does not meet one class of cases as to which 
there is a strong demand for a public prosecutor intervening 
—frauds connected with public companies and embezzle- 
ments on private people. These are left to the private 
prosecntor. This arises in part, doubtless, from the idea 
that crimes of this class seldom occur without some great 
carelessness or neglect of checking on the part of the 
person injured, making it proper for them to bear the 
cost of prosecution. This view could, however, be met 
without intrusting the conduct of the cases to them, with 
the strong temptation to abandon a prosecution that mast 
disclose their own neglect and want of caution. The true 
plan would appear to be, not only in those cases of fraud 
and embezzlement, but in all cases where crimes arose to 
any considerable extent from culpable carelessness or 
neglect, or from provocation of the person against whom 
the crime was committed, to give the court power, while 
punishing the crime on the one hand, to award, on. appli- 
cation of the public prosecutor, the whole or any portion 
of the costs to be paid by the person whose neglect or 
provocation led to the crime being committed.— Times. 








Mr. Thomas Hedley, barrister, of Northumberland, who 
died a few days ago, has bequeathed upwards of £200,000 for 
the endowment of a bishopric for that county. 

The authorship of the phrase Fiat justitia, rwat coelum, has 
been the subject of much controversy. It is supposed to have 
been first used by Lord Chief Justice Mansfield when he gave 
judgment reversing the outlawry of Wilkes. We have recently 
come across what we believe to be the earliest, if not the first, 
use of these memorable words in a pamphlet published in 1647, 
entitled “The Simple Cobbler of Aggawam, in America,” 
where it is said, at p. 13, “It is less to say Statuatur 
veritas, ruat regnum, than Fiat justitia, ruat colum.”— 
Atheneum. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Aug, 24, 1877. 
GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 


3 por Cont. Consuls, 95§ Annuities, April, 65, 0% 

Otto for Account Sap 3, 959 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug, 1908 

Do. 3 per Cont. Reduced, 96 Ex Bille, £21000, 24 per Ct. 5 pm. 
Now 3 per Cent., 96 Ditto, £500, Do, 5 pm. 

Do. 34 perCent., Jan,’¥4 Ditto, £100 & £200,5 pm, 

Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. '94 Bank of Bngland Stock, — per 
Do. 5 per Cont., Jan,'78 Ct. (last half-year), 266 
Annuities, Jan, '60 Ditte for Account. 





INDIAN GOVERNMENT SKCURITIES. 
Ind,8tk.,5 per Cent., July,’#0,1053, Enf.Pr. 54 per Ont., May,'7%, 





Ditto for Account, — Ditto Debentures, 4 per 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oot. 86, 1045 April, "64 

Ditto, ditto, Certificates — Do.bo,6 per Cent, og 
Ditto En faced Ppr.,4 per Cent. 88 | Do, Bonds, 4 per Cent. £1000 
2nd Bof.Pr,, 5 per C.,Jan.’72 Ditto, ditto, under £1000 
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RAILWAY STOCK, 














Railways. |Paid. Closing Prices 
grock (Bristol and Exeter 100 eee 
npr s 100 130 





Stoc! 

Stock|Caledonian 
d South-Western .....ccceccssreeeeer 

Stock Jasgow and Sou iF 




















































Stock|Great Eastern Ordinary Stock , i 0 48} 
Stock|Great Northern ..e..cssssssessssees sceeeessceeseees! | 125 
Stock) Do., A Stock* tia iaiae 100 1233 
Stock|Great Southern and Western of Ireland ......| 100 129 
Stock|Great Western—Original 100 1013 
Stock | saneashive = vgorer y 4 pny omega - 
Stock ‘on, and South Coast. 
eee aie * and Dover...... | 100 21 
ic(London and North-Western .... 100 15 
ock|London and South Western.......... | 100 1284x d 
Stock|Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln . 100 78 
Stock papenions : a Hed | us 
le BEIGE rcccccccccceccnvcecsersence sevevesee st? { 
se Midland .. 100 | 126. 
Stock|North British 92 
Stock|North Eastern 15 
Stock|North London 145 
fe North Staffordshire ... 61 
South Devon B.. 








Stock'South-Eastern 


*A receives no dividend uatil 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Banxs—Aug. 19, at 3, Montpellier-terrace, Scarborough, the 
wife of George Banks, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 
Watxer—Avg. 20, at St, Wulstan’s, Great Malvern, the wife 
of Charles Walker, barrister-at-law, of a daughter. 


MARRIAGES. 
Crowrs—CLowes—Aug. 18, John Storey Clowes, of Great 
Yarmouth, solicitor, to Isabella Margaret, daughter of the 
late Edward Norris Clowes, formerly of New Buckenham, 
Norfolk, solicitor. 
WatrorE—Forpe—Aug. 18, Charles George Walpole, of the 
Inner Temple, barrister-at-law, to Minna, daughter of 
Henry Forde, of Tenby, 


DEATHS. 

Coopzr—Aug. 13, at Springfield, Flintshire, Henry Spencer 
Cooper, J.P., barrister-at-law, and formerly of the Inner 
Temple, aged 71. : f 

Lzx—Aug. 21, at 5, Buckingham-place, Brighton, Eloisa Con- 
stantia, daughter of the late William Lee, Q.C., of the Inner 
Temple. 














LONDON GAZETTES. 


Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
. Toespayr, Aug. 21, 1877. 
Frederic Barlow, Charies William Palmer, and John Wright Neville, 
Cambridge, Solicitors, Aug 17 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies, 
Lrmrrep In CHANCERY. 
Frivay, Ang. 17, 1877. 

Bath Colliery Company, Limited.—Creditors are required, on or before 
Sept 29, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their deb!s or claims, to Frederick Whinney, Old Jewry, Tuesday, 
Oct mo 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts 


claims 

Brighton Livery Stables Company, Limited.— Petition for winding up, 
presented Aug 14, directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon, on 
Saturday, Nov 3. Mackreth, Moorgate st, solicitor for the petitioner 

Direct eer. Association, Limited.—Creditors are uired, on or 
before Oct 15, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars 
of their debts or claims, to Edward Norton Harper, Cooper’s court, 
Cornhill, Thurscay, Oct 25, at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims 

Manchester Real Ice Skating Rink Company, Limited.— Petition for 
winding up, presented Aug 14, directed to be heard before V.C. 
Malins, on Friday, Nov9. Chester and Co, staple inn, agents for 
Challinor, Manchester, solicitor for the petitioners 

New Wheal Emma Copper Mine, Limited.—Petition for winding up, 
Jomewe Aug 13, directed to be heard before the M.R. on Nov 3. 

tocken and Jupp, Lime st square, colicitors for the petitioner 

Scilly Islands Telegraph Company, Limited.—By an order made by 
the M.R., dated Aug 7, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up, Dangerfield and Blythe, Craven st, Charing cross, agents 
for Rodd and Cornish, Penzance, solic’ tors for the petitioners 

Wellington tron and Coal Company, Limited.—By an order made by 
V.C. Malins, dated Aug 8, it was ordered that the above company be 
Wound up. Russell and Co, Old Jewry chambers, solicitors for the 
petitioner 

STANNARrEs OF CoRNWALI. 

South Great Work Mining Company.—By an order made by the Vice- 
Warden dated Aug 13, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up, Hodge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the petitioners 


Tuzespay, Aug. 21, 1877, 
Lamurep In Cnancery. 
Daily Express Newspaper Comdany, Limited.—By an erder made by 











the M.R., dated Aug 16, it was ordered that the above company be 
wound up. Vining, Furnival’s inn, solicitor for the petiti 

Finland Chareoal Ivon Works Com any, Limited,—Petition for winding 
bh gg sae Ang 10, directed to be heard before V.C. Malins, on 

ov 9. Tucker, St Swithin’s lane, solicitor for the petitioner 

Investors’ Trust, Limited.—Petition for winding up, presented Aug 2, 

to be heard before the vacation judge at Rolls Court on 
Thursday, Sept 6. Nash and Fiel!, Queen st, Cheapside, Solicitors 
for the petitioner . 

Niger Merchants, Limited.— Petition for winding up, presented Aug 9, 
directed to be heard before V.C. Bacon, on Novy 3. Norris and Co, 
Bedford row, solicitors for the petitioners 

Pennant Vale Siate Quarry and Copper Mine Company, Limited,— 
Lopes, J., has fixed Thursday, Ang 30, at 12, at the chambers of the 
M.R., as the time and place for the appointment of an official liquida- 

or 


t 

Pennerley Mining Company, Limited.—Lopes, J., has fixed Thursday, 
Aug 30, at 12, at the chambers of the M R,, as the time and place 
for the appointment of an officia liquidator 

County Patative cF LANCASTER. 

Commercial Mills (Blackburn) Company, Limited.—By an order made 
by the V.C,, dated Aug 11, it was ordered that the voluntary winding 
up of the above y be inued. Grundy and Kershaw, 
Manchester, solicitors for the petitioners 

Liverpool United Land and Building Company, Limited.— an 
order made by V.C, Little, dated Ang 11, it was ordered t the 
voluntary winding up of the above company be continued. Bateson 
and Co, Liverpool, solicitors for the company 

Srawnanriss oF CORNWALL. 

New St Agnes Mine Company, Limited.—Petition for winding up, pre- 
sented Aug 17, directed to be heard before the Vicc-Warden, at the 
Law Institution, Chancery lane, on Wednesday, Aug 29, at 12. 
Affidavits inteuded to be used at the hearing, in opposition to the 
petition, must be filed at the Xegistrar’s Office, Truro, on or 
Aug 25, notice thereo! must at the same time be given to the peti- 
tioner or his solicitor. Hedge and Co, Truro, solicitors for the 


petitioner 
Friendly Societies: Dissolved. 
Fripay, Ang. 17, 1877. 
Lincoln Lodge Friendly S: c'ety, Noitingham Aacient Imperial United 
Order of Odd Feliows, Newcastle Arms, West Redford, Nottingham. 


Aug 10 
Bucknall Friendly Society, Trent Tavern Ion, Bucknall, Stafford. Aug 
13 








Turspay, Aug 21, 1877. A 
Victoria Friendly Socieiy, Swan inn, Beaufort, Brecon. Aug 16 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Turspay, Aug. 7, 1877. 

Armitage, Benjamin, Meitham, York, Yeoman. Oct 1. Drake, 
Hudde' sfield 

Ayling, John, Westergate, Sussex. Sept 29. Hockley and Russell, 
Guildford 

Blackburn, Henry Webster, Leeds, York, Accountant, Novl. North 
and Sons, Leeds 

Boucherett, Henry Robert, North Willingham, Lincoln, Esq. Nov 1. 
Bowker and Co, Bedford row 

rote! Charles, Bungay, Suffolk, Printer. Sept 18. Ashurst and Co, 
Old Jewry 

Dixon, Lucy, Little Cadogan place. Sept 15. Lee and Pemberton, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Fisher, Joseph, Skelmanthorpe, York, Farmer. Oct 1. Drake, 
Huddersfield 

Foster, Leonard, Harrogate, York, Retired Farmer. Oct!, Hirst and 
Capes, Harrogate 

Greenwood, Thomas, Leeds, York, Vesse! Owaer, Nov3, Ford and 
Son, Leeds 

Harrison, John, Shou!dhbam Thorpe, Norfolk, Farmer. Sept 11. Nunn 
Downham Market 

Havers, William, Beacons, Essex, Esq. Sept 22. Duffield and Bruty, 
Chelmsford 

Hubbard. Rev Arthur, Suffolk st, Pall Mall. Sept 3. Hewitt, Nicholas 
lane, Lombard st 

Jackson, Thomas, Carlisle, Innkeeper. Sept 1. Wright and Brown, 
Carlisle 

Jackson, William Kaye, Ashover, Derby, Gent. Oct 1. Nicholson and 
Co, Wath-upon- Dearne 

Lanyon, Charles, Tanfizld court, Temple, Esq. Sept 15. Stibbard and 
Co, Fenchurch st 

Leake, John, Port hill, Salop, Gent. Sept 29. Wace, Shrewsbury 

Mackinnon, Lauchlan Beilingham, Ormley Lodge, Ham Common, 
Captain K.N, Sept 19. French, Crutched friars 

Martin, Matthew, Canterbury, Gent. Oct 11. Sankey and Co, Canter- 


Mellish, Hon Sir George, Lowndes sq, Knight, one of the Lords Jus- 
tices of H.M.’s Court of Appeal, Sept 29, Benbow and Saltwell, 
Stone buildings, Livcoln’s inn : 

Merrey, Charles, Nether Knutsford, Cheshire, Yeoman, Aug 24. Han- 
kinson, Manchester 

ioe, Ann, Stratford, Essex. Sept }. Hillearys and Taylor, Fenchurch 

uildings 

Roberts, Charles, St John’s wood park, Esq. Sept 3. Hewitt, Nicholas 
lane, Lombard st 

Tiaeley, Ambrose, Wandsworth rd, Boot Maker. Sept}. Lovett, King 

illiam st 

Vyse, Louisa, Upper Richmond rd, Putney, Sept 18. Baileys and Qo, 
Berners st 

Watts, Elizabeth Frances, Hulme, Manchester, Sept 29. Cooper and 
Sons, Manchester g 

b=" Rev Joseph, Tenterden, Kent. Sept 12. Dixon and Co, Bed- 

rd row 


Fripay, Aug, 10, 1877. 
Delabestan, John Hugh, Frankfield, Cork, Esq. Oct 13, Pyke and Co, 


in’s inn 
Blower, Mary, Haseley, Warwick, Aug 31, Salt and Sons, Shrews- 
bury 
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Bore, Robert, Presteigr, Radnor, Innkeeper. Sept 1. Tomlinson, 
Presteign 
Burrell, stephen, Fareham, Hants, Merchant. Sept 15. Burrell, Gos- 


rt 
odrewright, Elam, Walesby, Lincoln, Farmer. Oct 1. Sharpley, 


Lou 
D'Tffanger, Jace, Westbourne park rd, Paddington. Nov 1, Tidy and 
Co, Sackville st, Piccadilly 
Doewra, Frances, Vectis terrace, Southampton. Sept 29. Hickman 
and Son, Southampton 
= Onarles, Fairford, Gloucester, Gent. Sept 29. Sullivan, Fair- 
‘ord 


Fitzgerald, Augustine Frederick, Grafton Club, Grafton st, Bond st, 
Esq. Sept 10. Theobald, Furnival’s inn, Holborn 

Gaskell, Cecilia, Standish, Lancashire. Sept 12. Dodd, Preston 

Gore, Hon and Rev Annesley Henry, South Audley st. Sept 21. 
Meredith and Co, New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Hillas, Samuel, Campden grove, Kensington, Gent. Sept 30. Fielder 
and Sumner, Godliman st, Doctors’ commons 

Holt, Zachariah, Heywood, Lancashire, Greengrocer. Sept 14. Grundy 
and Co, Manchester 

Nliffe, Sarah, Coventry. Sept 21. Woodcock, Manchester : 

Jeffreys, Julius, Richmond, Surrey, Esq, F.R.S. Oct 1. Woodroffe, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Jones, Jane, The Grove, Ealing. Oct 1. Grane and Son, Bedford 
row 

Leigh, Henriana Matilda, Shurdington, Gloucester. Sept 10. Tice- 
hurst and Scns, Cheltenham 

Lloyd, John, Griff, Warwick, Farmer. Sept 21. Woodcock, Coventry 

Lucas, Joseph, Oakfield, Hertford, Esq. Sept 29. Hawkins and Lind- 
seil, Hitchin 

Manley, Martin, Liverpoo!, Provision Dealer. Sept 10. Bremner and 
Co, Liverpool 

Meir, Henry, Tunstall, Stafford, Esq. Sept 30. Llewellyn and Ackrill, 

ll 


Tunsta! 
Meyrick, William, Presteign, Radnor, Butcher. Sept 1. Tomlinson, 


resteign 
Morley, David, Mellis, Suffolk, Farmer. Aug 28. Tacon, Eye 
— Thomas, Carlis'e, Cumberland, Gent. Sept i. Saul, 
arlisle 
‘Newman, James, High Holborn, Bookseller. Sept 29. Purkis and 
Perry, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Oliver, William, Hunispill, Somerset, Yeoman. Sept 6. Poole, Bridge- 
water 
Pickard, Thomas, Yeadon, York, Cloth Manufacturer. Oct 1, Richard- 
son and Byron, Harrogate 
Purcell, John, sen, Coventry, Hosier. Sept 21. Woodcock, Coventry 
Roberts, Matilda, Montagu sq. Sept :4. Francis and Co, Cam- 


bridge 

Robertson, Richard Hopkins, Howard rd, South Norwood, Physician. 
Sept 15.' Hopgood, Whitehall place 

Robson, Joseph, Chester-le-Street, Durham, Iron Moulder, Sept 24. 
Marshall and Oliver, Durham 

Russell, Richard, Down st, Piccadilly, Saddler. Oct 1. Pike and Son, 
Old Barlington st 

Scott, David, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Provision Dealer. Sept9. Swan 
and Arnott, Newe»stie-upou-Tyne 

— Henry, York, Comb Manufacturer. Sept 15, Calvert, 

ork 


Winnington, John Taylor, Charlton Kings, Gloucester, Esq. Sept 17. 
Theobald, Furnival’s inn, Holborn 


Turspay, Aug. 14, 1877. 
a, Elizabeth Mary, Southernhay, Exeter. Oct 1. James, 
xeter 
Ascough, John Peacock, Leeds, York, Butcher. Sept 4. Winn and 
Whitham, Ripon 
Ball, Nathaniel, Hewelsfield, Gloucester, Farmer. Sept 1. Francis 
Hamp Adams, Upton Bishop, nr Ross, Hereford, Gent 
= Joseph, Sheffield, Gent. Sept 15. Younge and Co, Shef- 
e 
Calise, Horatio Antony William, Newtown, Montgomery, Gent. Oct 
10. Hodgson, Salisbury st, Strand 
Cardale, John Bate, Albury, Surrey, Esq. Sept 22. Iliffe and Oo, 
Bedford row 
Fowler, George, Beech st, Barbican, Wholesale Ironmonger. Sept 29. 
Reed ard Lovell, Guildhall chambers 
G bill, David Johnstone, Leeds, York, Mechanic. Sept 1. Lodge, 





Leeds 

Grundy, Dennis, Longsight, Lancashire, Calico Manufacturer. Aug 22. 
Boote and Edgar, Manchester 

Guest, William Henry, Nottingham, Estate Agent. Sept 22. Burton 
and Co, Nottingham 

Hamshaw, Sarah, Outwood, nr Wakefield, York. Nov 1. Hallett, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

ng = John, Todbury, Gloucester, Farmer. Oct 1. ‘Wood, 

risto , 

‘Heberden, Thomas, Park st, Grosvenor sq, Esq, M.D. Oct 20. Kars- 
lake, Regent st 

Hillman, Nathaniel, Belie Vue, Sellack, Hereford, Builder. Sept 1. 
Aibert Beard, Ashe Ingen, Bridstow, Stone Mason 

Huckvale, Samue', Chipping Norton, Oxford, Yeoman. Octl. Raw- 
linson, Chipping Norton 

Ince, Louisa, Great Cumberland place, Hyde park. Sept 18. Dixon, 
Jobn st, Bedford row 

— John Williams, t'rynbrialla, Glamorgan, Esq. Sept 14, James, 

wantea 

Kidd, William Talbot Thomas, Leytonstone, Essex, Gent. Sept 15. 
Roberts and Barlow. Leadenhall st 

‘Lambert, Mary Ann, Westerfield, Suffolk. Oct 1. Watkins and Co, 
Sackville st 

“Latham, Charles Martyr, Lewisham, Kent, Esq. Sept 10. Parker and 
Son, Lewisham 

Leonino, Ippolito, Caterham, Surrey, Esq. Oct 1, Bischoff and Co, 
Great Winchester st 

es Charlotte Elizabeth, Northampton st, Bath. Septl. Ricketts, 


Madgett, Elizabeth Ann, York rd, Lambeth. Sept 29, Chauntrell and 
Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 





Pe | 
— 


Marsden, Esther Kate, Rochester, Kent. Sept’ 8. 
Rocheste , j a an 


ester 
Potter, James, Eadon rd, Kensington, Civil Engineer. Noy 1, 
and Mammatt, Ashby_de-la-Zouch, idee i Smith 
Reeves, Elizabeth, Harrow Lodge, Westbourne park crescent. Sept 20, 
Smith and Sons, Farnival’s ina 


Rishton, Heory, Kendal, Westmoreland, Plumber. Sept 22. Thomsoq - 


— mg oe ge ee a 
amer, James, Potton, ord, Carpenter. Oct 13. Chapman 
Biggleswade 
Sewell, Frances Jane, Gilston rd, West Brompton. Sept 22, Stepheng 
and Stephens, Essex st, Strand 
Sharp, John, Alpha Cottage, Feltham, Gent. Sept 20. Waller ang 
Son, Duke st, Adelphi 
Williams, Sir Watkin Lewis Griffies, Elgin cd, Notting hill, Bar 
Sones H.M.’s Indian Army. Oct 11. Haynes, Downend, gp 
to 
Bankrupts. 
Fripay, Aug. 17, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 
Baker, Alfred, Customs House, Thames st, Pet Aug 13, Pepys, 
Sept 6 at 11 
—— George, Strand, Auctioneer, Pet Aug (8. Keene. Aug 90 
at 1 


Blackley, William George, Clapham rd, Confectioner. Pet Aug 14, 
Pepys. Aug 30 at 12 

Fabrice, | Jacob, The Crescent, Minories, Semolina Merchant. Pet Aug 
14. Pepys. Aug 29 at 12 

— a St George’s st east, Outfitter. Pet Aug 16. Pepys, 

eptd5atl 
To Surrender in the Country. 

Boon, John Bolds, Kingsbridge, Devon, Coach Proprietor. Pet Ang 
14, Edmonds. East Stonehouse, Aug 30 at 12 

Botten, Isabella, Trosley, Kent, Baker, Pet Aug 14, Scudamore, 
Maidstone, Sept 4 at 12 

Cash, Frederick, and John Davis, Birmingham, Umbrella Furniture 
Manuiacturers. Pet Aug 15. Parry. Birmingham, Aug 31 at ll 

Gregory, Thomas, Redhill, Surrey, Outfitter. Pet Aug 14. Rowlanl, 
Croydon, Sept 4 at 2 

Harrison, Ephraim, Pownall Fee, Morley, Cheshire, Farmer. Pet Aug 
14, Lister. Manchester, Sept 13 at 9.30 

Henry, Michael William, bradford, Travelling Draper. Pet Aug 18, 
Robinson. Bradford, Aug 28 at 12 

Smyth, William, Tiverton, Devon, Butcher. Pet Aug 13. Daw, 
Exeter, Sept 5 at 11 

Wells, Thomas Levi, Brighton, Builder. Pet Aug 10. Evershed, 
Brighton, Sept 5 at 11 


Turspay, Aug. 21, 1877. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar. 
To Surrender in London. 
Bishop, George A » Kildare terrace, Bayswater, Captain in H.M.s 
Army. PetAug 17. Pepys. Sept 7 at 11.30 
Boulton, Thomas, Bermondsey st, Bermondsey, Leather Factor. Pet 
Aug 17. Pepys. Sept7 at 12 
Motteram, G » Bedford place. Pet July 6. Pepys. Sept 7 


acll 
To Surrender in the Country, 

Barraclough, George, Wakefield, York, Hop Merchant. Pet Aug 18, 
Mason. Wakefieid, Aug 31 at 11 

Borthwick, Alexander, Widnes, Lancashire, Provision Merchant, 
Pet Aug 17. Belliringer. Liverpool, Sept 4 at 12 

Delany, Patrick Joseph, Manchester, Cloth Merchant. Pet Aug 10. 
Lister. Manchester, Sept 6 at 9.30 

Gibson, William, Liverpool, Mineral Water Manufacturer. Pet Aug 
16. Cooper. Liverpool, Sept 3 at 12 

Kingsbury, Robert, Aldershot, Merchant’s Clerk. Pet Aug 18, White, 
Guildford, Sept 15 at 12 : 

Price, Benjamin Thomas, Aberdare, Builder. Pet Aug 17. Howell. 
Aberdare, Sept 4 at 1 

Scott, William, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Picture Frame Maker. Pet 
Aug 18, Mortimer. Newcastle, Sept 1 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED. 

Fripay, Aug. 17, 1877. 
Franks, Henry, Todmorden, Lancashire, Innkeeper. Aug 13 
Leete, William Waples, Manchester, Chemist. Aug 13 
Turner, Rev Charles, Moreton Morrell, Warwick. Aug 18 

TuesDay, Aug 21, 1877. i 
ag Rent Emly, Apsley cottages, Twickenham, no occupation, 

U, 


Scantlebury, John, Meyagissey, Cornwall, Grocer. Aug 13 


Liquidations by Arrangement. 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Farpay, Aug. 17, 1877. 

Allwood, William, Worcester, Builder. Aug 29 at 12 at offices of 
Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Appleyard, Charles, Goo.e, York, Cabinet Maker, Aug 31 at 3 at 
offices of Pease, Bank’s terrace, Goole. Hind, Goo 

Aspden, Bridget, Preston, Fancy Goods Deuler. 
o: Taylor, Guildhall chambers, Guildhall st, Preston 

Bailey, John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Grocer. Sept 1 at 11 at offices of 
Young, Collingwood st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Baines, Wil'iam, Sedgley, Stafford, Grocer. Aug 30 at 11 at offices of 
Tinsley, Priory st, Dudley 

Barker, Jordan, Goodramgate, York, Greengrocer. Aug 31 at 12 at 
otfices of Wilkinson, St Helen’s sq, York 

Barraclough, Joseph, Bradford, Grocer. Aug 31 at 3.30 at offices of 
Neill, Kirkgate, Bradford 

—— Joseph, Bath, Tailor. Sept 5 at 3 at 145, Cheapside. Mason, 

resham st 
Samuel, Chorlton-upo2-Medlock, Lancashire, Draper. Aag 30 
at offices of McEwen, Lloyd st, Manchester 

Bevan, William, St Michael’s alley, Cornhill, Lithographer. Sept - 

at 2 at offices of brown, Basinghall st 
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Bewlay, William Davison Thompson, Rotherhithe, Whiting Manu- 
‘oterer. Aug 30 at 3 at the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Brad- 


t rk lane 
ary, jun, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Wholesale Grocer. Aug 30 

at 2 at offices of Pybus, Dean st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 
; , William. Buccleugh cottage, Upper Cl»pton, Silk Salesman. 
‘Ang 25 at 10 at offices of Parsons, Thavies inn, H’lborn circus 

Brice, George, Chichester, Licensed Victualler. Aug 29 at 2 at the 

in Hotel, West st, Chichester. King, Porteea 

Borroogh, Charles, Roway New Colliery, nr Oldbury, Stafford. Colliery 
Proprietor. Aug 25 at 12 at offices of Esarr, George st, Sheffield 

Buteher, George, Braintree, Essex, Innkeeper. Aug 30 at 12 at the 
Horn Inn, Braintree. Snell, Great Dunmow, Essex 

Byr: e, Loftus, Sheffield, General Draper, Aug 30 at 11.30 at offices 
of Jones, Brown st, Manchester. Broomhead and Co, Sheffield 

Chapple, Albert, Salford, Cabinet Maker. Aug 31 at 3 at offices of 

n and Heckin, Mount st, Manchester - 

Chish:Im, Samuel Robertson, South Shields, Music Hall Proprietor. 

Augi0 at 3 atthe Royal Hotel, Ocean rd, South Shields. Bell, 
th Shields 

cine, George, Reading, Builder. Aug 29 at 11 at the Atheneum, 
Friar st, Reading. Creed 

(lasov, Hermann, Liverpool, Merchant. Aug 29 at 2 at offices of Har- 
mood and Co, North John st, Liverpool. Bateson and Co, Liver- 


1 
Clayton, Samuel, Gildersome, York, Draper. Aug 31 at 10 at offices of 
Scott, Albion st, Leeds 
William, Bournemouth, Riding Master. Ang 28 at 3 at the 
Pembroke Hotel, Bour th revanion, Povle, Dorset 
Coulson, Colin Mackenzie, Darlington, Cabinet Maker. Aug 29 at 3 
at offices of Wilxes, Northgate, Darlington 
Daltry, Thorras Henry, Oldham, Lancashire, Joiner. Sept 3 at 3 at 
offices of Blackburne and Co, Clegg st, Oldham 
David, Thomas, Brynmawr, Brecon, out of business, Aug $1 at 11 at 
offices of Shepard, Chapel st, Tredegar, Monmouth 
Davie, John, and George Service Younz, Hart st, Mark lane, Sack 
Mannfacturers. Sept 6 at 3 at the Guildhall Coffee House, Gresham 
st. Carr and Son, Rood lane 
Davie, John, and Robert Davie, Liverpool, Sack Merchants. Sept 11 
at 2 at 14, Cook st, Liverpool. Quinn and Sons, Liverpool 
Davis, William, Cardiff, Coal Merchant. Sept 4 at 11 at offices of 
Morgan and Scott, High st, Card ff 
Dodd, William, Wolverhampton, Butcher. Aug 30 at 12 at offices of 
Thorne and Oo, Darlington st, Wolverhampton 
Bilis, George Brandon, Bath, Theatrical Manager. Aug 28 at 11 at 
offices of Wilton, Westgate buildings, Bath 
Evans, Mary, Abertillery, Menmouth, Innkeeper. Aug 30 at 1 at 
offices of Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 
Farmer, Thomas Adelphi, Lancashire, Hemp Spinner. Sept 4 at 3 at 
offices of Hankinson, Queen’s chambers, John Dalton st, Manchester 
Field, Frank, Oldham, Shoe Munufacturer. Aug 29 at 3 at offices of 
Wood and Atkinson, Brazennose at. Manchester 
Fletcher, Alfred, Sheffield, Saddler, Aug 31 at 11 at offices of Mellor, 
“Bank st, Sheffield 
Foster, John, Aldeburgh, Suffolk, Beerhouse Keeper. Sept 3 at 2 at 
the White Hart Inn, Saxmundham, Suffolk. Pollard, Ipswich 
Fox, Alfred Shaw, Sunder'and, Miller. Aug 27 at 12 at offices of 
Bowey and Brewis, Fawcett st, Sunderland 
Frohwein, Jacob Otto, Portsea, Jeweller. Aug ‘30 at 2 at offices of 
Allingham, Old Broad st 
Grant, George, Crediton, Devon, Grocer. Aug29 at 12 at the Castle 
Hotel, Castle st, Exeter. Floud, Exeter 
Green, Matthew, Workington, Cumberland, Tailor. Aug 30 at 11 at 
the Green Dragon Hotel, Portland sq, Workington, Cumberland. 
Whitelock, Workington 
Greening, John Thomas, Birmirghsm, Warwick, Tailor. Aug 30 at 
11 at offices ot Harvard, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Hadnum, Joseph Robson, Birmingham, Boot Dealer. Aug 25 at 11 at 
offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingbam 
Hamblin, Arthur Henry, Aston, nr Birmingham, Builder. Aug 30 
at 11 at officesof Ansell, Waterloo st, Birmingham 
Hawke, Thomas Martin, St Day, Cornwali, Plumber. Aug 29 at 11 
% Offices of Paull, Quay st, Truro 
Hirst, John, Moldgreen, Huddersfield, Grocer. Aug 30 at 3 at offices 
of Learoyd and Co, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 
Hodge, John, Aberkenfig, nr B.idgend, Glamorgan, Confectiouer. Aug 
$l at 11 at 18, High st, Cardiff 
Homan, James Frederick, Queen Victoria st, Print Seller. Aug 30 at 3 
at offices of Foreman and Co, Gresham st. Crook and Smith, Ab- 
church chambers, Abchurch lane 
» John, Manchester, Fruit Salesman. Sept 4 at 3 at offices of 
‘Farrar and Hall, Princess st, Manchester 
Hosgood, Stephen Henry, Orediton, Devo, Builder. Aug 31 at 11 at 
Offices of Fewings, Queen st, Exeter. Searle 
John, Henry, Neyland, Pembroke, Grocer. Sept 1 at 3.30 at the Guild- 
ball, Oarmarthen. Lloyd, Haverfordwest 
Jones, David Phillip, Aberdare, Draper’s Assistant. Aug 30 at 11 at 
offices of Phillips, Canon st, Aberdare 
George, Norton, nr Warrington, Cheshire, Farm Labourer. 
fe $1 at 2 at offices of Tomkinson and Furaival, Hanover st, Burs- 





Jourdain, George Thomas, St Paul's rd, Canonbury, Gent. Aug 29 at 
Sat offices of Robertson, Dowegate hill 

Kemp, John, London st, Paddington, Refreshment House Keeper. 
Aug 29 at 2 at Wood’s Hotel, Portugal st, Lincoln’s inn fields, 


k, Queen’s chambers, North st, Wolverhampton 


‘lam, Charles, Tettenhall, Stafford, Carter. Aug 28 at 3 at offices of 
’ mas, Quesn st place, Architect. Sept 6 at 2 at the 


Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenue, Coleman st. Ashley and 

Lithgow, Jen m, Old aa suede ae wa . te 

‘ames, ergate, nr % ._ A at 9 

toes of Goodman, North st, Brighton gr : 
A it 


‘Lovewell, Thomas Charle-, Brighton, Commission Traveller. 
cian Jos, labs Pecklnder, Aug 90 a1 at fiw 
. lesborough, Boo! A atll at 
of Dobson, Gosford st, Middiesborough ” 





Megev, James, Sinniside, Durham, out of business. Sept4at'! atthe 
a wt of Hutchinson, Innkeeper, Wheatbottom, nr Crook. Brignal, 


m 

Morgan, George, Cheltenham, Stationer. Aug 25 at 12 at offices of 
Billings, Re gent st, Cheltenham 

Morgan, William, Abertillery, Mon, Grocer. Sept 3 at 11.30 at offices 
of Morgan, Pontypool 

Mossop, John, Liverpool, Provision Dealer. Sept 5 at 3 at offices of 
Nordon and Mason, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Mutgrave, Thomas, Leeds, Woollen Manufacturer. Aug 31 at 11 at 
Offices of Scott, Albion st, Leeds 

Neuburger, Sigfrid Louis, Palmerston buildings, Old Broad st, 
Financial Agent. Sept 10 at 2 at the Cannon st Hotel, Cannon st. 
Morley and Steavenson, Gracechurch st 

Newcome, Frederick Nathaniel, Devonshire terrace, Brixton, Journal- 
ed Aug 31 at 12 at offices of Hendriks, New Cavendish st, Port- 

place 

Newman, Frank Bell, Lower Marsh, Lambeth, Clothier. Sept 3 at 3 
at offices of Lewis and Co, Old Jewry 

Nightingale, William John, West Bromwich, Stafford, out of business. 
Aug 28 at 10,30 at offices of Travis, Church lane, Tipton 

Orwin, Wilson James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Yarn Merchant. Aug 
29 at 2 atoffices of Pybus, Dean st, Newcastle-upon-Tyne 

Parker, Thomas Nathaniel, Everton, nr Liverpool, Book-keeper. A 
28 at 3 at offices of Ponton, Vernon chambers, Vernon 3t, Liverpod! 

Patterson, Charles James, Great Yarmouth, Boot Manufacturer, 
Aug 31 at 11 at offices of Cowl, South Quay, Great Yarmouth 

Pickles, George, Ovendon, York, Builder. Sept 3 at 12 at offices of 
Ingram and Huntriss, Hopwood lane, Halifax 

Postlethwaite, Charles Eugene, Naylor rd, Peckham, Oil Refiner. 
Aug 30 at 2 at offices of Tilley and Soames, Finsbury place south 

Pound, John, Cambridge rd, Mile End, Grocer. Sept 5 at 3 at offices 
of Haigh and Agar, Gresham st 

Ravens, Charles, Toxteth park, Liverpool, Butcher. Aug 31 at 3 at 
offices of Lowe, Castle st, Liverpool 

Roberts, Elizabeth Ann, Exeter, Milliner. Aug 30 at 11 at offices of 
Campion, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Scorrar, William, Gun lane, Limehouse, Ship’s Smith. Sept 3 at 3 at 
the Guildhall Tavern, Gresham st. Piesse and Son, Old Jewry 
chambers 

Scott, Henry, Huddersfield, Fruiterer. 
roydand Co, Burton rd, Huddersfiel 

Self, Charles Matthew, High st, Poplar, Auctioneer. Sept 4 at 11 at 
offices of Wood, Basingaall st 

Shaw, Clifford Augustus, Staindrop, Durham, Schoolmaster, Aug 28 
at 3 at offices of Wilkes, Albion chambers, Northgate, Darlington 

Shaw, Giles, Manchester, Yarn Agent. Aug 24 at 3 at offices of Boote 
and Edgar, Crown buildings, Booth st, Manchester 

Spencer, Thomas Huntley, Tunbridge Wells, Wine Merchant. Aug 
29 at 2at 145, Cheapside. Holmes, Clement’s !ane, Lombard st 

Stafford, Joseph, Frisby-on-the-Wreake, Leicester, Butcher. Aug 29 
at 3 at offices of Wright, Belvoir st, Leicester 

Swain, Mark, Canterbary, Baker. Sept 1 at 11 at the Fleur-de-Lis 
Hotel, Canterbary. Mowl!, Dover 

Taylor, John William Wintle, and Timothy Lorenzo Taylor, West 
Bromwich, Stafford, Ironfounders. Sept 1 at 11 at otfices of Topham, 
High st, West Bremwich 

Tester, Herbert, Manchester, Tailor. Aug 30 at 2 at offices of Nuttall 
and Son, John Dalton st, Manchester 

Thompson, George, Wigan, Draper. Aug 30 at 11 at offices of Ashton, 
King st, Wigan 

Trow, Alfred Gibson, Birmingham, Droggist. Aug 25 at 10.15 at offices 
of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Ullett, William, Ramsey, Huntingdon, Farmer. Aug 30 at 11 at 
the Angel Hotel, Peterborough. Serjeant, Ramsey 

Vardy, William, Wintov, nr Bournemouth. Sept 7 at 12 at offices of 
Brennand, High st, Poole 

Wainman, William, Pendleton, Lancashire, Grocer. Aug 30 at ll at 
the Rose and Crown Inn, Broad st, Pendleton. Tremewen 

Walker, Thomas Ucnry, Crawford st, Marylebone, Hat Manufacturer. 
Sept 4 at 12 at offices of Willoughby and Cox, Clifford’s ion 

Watte, John Singleton, Lincoln, Stationer. Aug 29 at 11 at offices of 
Ward, Silver st, Lincoln 

Whitehouse, Enoch, New Invantion, Stafford, Victualler. Aug 29 at 
11 at offices of Baker, Bridge st, Walsall - 

Wilde, John, Northampton, Wooilen Merchant. Avg 27 at3 at offices 
of Becke, Derngate, Northampton 

Wilkinson, William, Thornley, Durham, out of business. Aug 31 atll 
at offices of Salkeld, Elvet Bridge, Durham 

Williams, Daniel, Pontypridd, Grocer. Aug 30 at 1 at the Royal 
Hotel, Cardiff. Morgan, Pontypridd 

Williams, Francis John, D: court, Drury lane, Licensed Victualler, 
Aug 25 at 11 at offices of Mardon and Co, Moorgate st. Gregory, 
Bush lane, Cannon st 

Williams, Joun Griffith, Portmadoc, Carnarvon, Boot Maker. Aug 30 
at 1 at offices of Jones and Jones, Portmadoc . 

Windas, Jonn, Kingston-upon-Hull, Ale Merchant. Aug 29 at ll at 
offices of Reed, St Mary’s chambers, Lowgate, Hall 

Wright, Henry, Caton, Lancashire, Bobbin Manufacturer. Aug 30 at 
12 at offices of Welch, Castle hill, Lancaster 


Toxspay, Aug. 21, 1877. 

Abbey, Alfred, Aigh st, Poplar, Oilman. Sept 6 at 11 at offices of 
Banes, Basinghall st. Mason, North buildings, Finsbury 

Ace, William, and Thomas Jenkias Ace, Llanelly, Carmarthen, Masic 
Sellers. Sept 3 at 12 at offices of Jennings and Co, Bennett's hill, 
Doctors’commons. Thomas, Swansea 

Airey, Richard, Leeds, Butcher, Aug 31 at 3 at offices of Hopps and 
Bedford, Bank st, Leeds 

Allen, William Amos, Hulme, nr Manchester, Beerhouse Keeper. 
Sept 11 at 3 at offices of Doyle, Princess st, Manchester 

—_, Alexander, Westwood park, Forest hill, Licensed 
= ~4 Aug 29 at 3 at offices of Hudgell, Gresham st. Gray, 

am 


nr Darlington, Miller. Aug 31 at 3 at 
Banks, Thomas, Wedneeflcl, statiord, Miser. Sept Sat 1 at oflces of 
ie ner. 
Fellows, Mount Pleasant, Bilston 


Aug 27 at 3 at offices ot Lea 
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Bolwell, William, World’s End, St George, Gloucester, Shoemaker. | Roper, John, Dudle i, 
Sept i at 11 at offees of Meeres, Nicholas ‘st, Bristol’ Priory st, Sadia’ Scrap Iron Dealer. Sept 4 at 8 at offiessats Bate: 
— oo soapy Pega Grocer. Sept 3 at 3 at offices of Watson, —" Charles Benjamin, Benwell rd, Holloway, Warehou idl 
at George st, Leeds erk. Aug 30 at 2 att? H 
—. Walter Jame, Nottingham, Straw aes Sept 7 at 3 at non st 0 at-2 at offices of Lowe, Scott's yard, Bush lane, 
ices of Lees, jun, Middle pavement, Nottingham Storey, Thomas, Manchest _ i x 
— Robert, Neweastie-upon-Tyne, sr Aug 27 at 2 at offices King st, Manchester. Whitel. aA Montene? sa ore ’ 
of Tarner, Coll ngwood st, Newcastle-apos-Tyna Taylor, Samuel, Brose! ( i 
Chapman, Joseph, West Stanley, nr Chester-!e-Street, Durham, Mare and Sina, Waleeene’ hey mapa Sept 5 at 13 ab 
oe Sept 7 at 2 at offices of Elsdon, Royal arcade, Newcastle- | Tracy, William Samuel, Ardwick Lancashire, Manufacturer 
upon-Tyne i at 3 at offices of Addlesh : : 
Christie, re ey pee Lapanshien, Surveyor. Aug 31 at 11 at ings, King st, - Sonar oss rgd and Warburton, Royal Insurance bull 
offices of Threlfall, Lord st, Southport Cy i a P a 
Clapp, William John, Nantyglo, Mon, Surgeon. Sept 5 at3 at the muon, talon Cab Proprietor. Aug $1 at 2} 
Westgate Hotel, Newport. Gabband Waliord, Abergavenny Wakefield, Henry Edward, Nottiigham, Chemist. Sept 14at Sate m 








Coventry, John Edward, Birkenhead, Leather Dealer. Sept5 at 3 at ot n, Middl Seat 
offices of Mawson, Duncan st, Birkenhead. Downham, Birkenhead Walle Thee qaidee Bo Bal ergy 4 at 12 at . 

Firth, William, rw York, Innkeeper, Sept 4 at 11 at offices Geach, Woodbridge rd, Guildford 7 oltices | 
of Young, Low Ousegate. York al i ; rae 

Fowler, John, Salisbury st, Strand, Gent. Ang 29 at 3 at offices of We Whiebell Unie te Parte een: SY 
Mitchell, Argyle st, Regent st. Goatly, Bow st, Covent garden W ‘iam ; Ss ng 

Garner, Robert, Oxford, pene fons : at 12 at offices of Bickerton, fm alia gore Baker, Aug 31 at 12 at offi 
St Michael’s chambers, Ship st, Oxtor A aes t 

Omians Sotnsand Mahoy Graney Jan, Bradford, Commission | "OM Wiliam, Atri ney o-on-Se, Suasex, Gent, Aig 
Woo! sae ago ~_ 3 at ll at offices of Berry and Robinson, Williams, Morgan, Caioxio-juxta-Neath, Glamorgan, out of bu: 
rere rect sf Sept 3 at 1 at offices of W lians, ‘anon -t, Aberdare 

Greaves, Benjamin, Birmingham, Provision Dealer. Sept3 at 11 at Williams, William, Aberg-le, Denbigh, Shoemaker. Sept 6 at 1 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 9 the Albion Hotel, Chester. Davies, Ho yweil 

Griffiths, Joho, Birmingham, Builder. Sept 3at12 as offices of Parr, Wilson, William, Allendaie Town, Northumberland, Bootmaker, 
Colmore row, Birmingha:a_ : 7 at 12 at offices of Lockhart, Hexham ; 

Haddock, Allen, Batley, York, House Furnisher. Sept 4 at 3 at offices Wing, Thomas, Hertford, Brewer. Aug 30 at 12 at the Salisbury ‘o 
of Wooler, Exchange buildings, Batley Hotel, Hertford. Longmore and sworder, Hertford 

Haigh, William, Re‘dish, Lancashire, Paper Manufacturer. Sept 14 Wiseman, William, Heighington Dusken’ Geiser Sept 5 at fi 
at 3 at offices of Whittaker, Chancery lane, Pall mall, Manchester. offices of Barron, High row, Darlin Fey P " 
Bagshaw and Wigziesworth, Manchester 2 aie oY on 

Halli, Josiah James,} and Joseph Hat:on, Bristol, Wholesale Iron- ——— 
mongers. Aug 3! at 2 at offices of Tribe and Co, Albion chambers, ; 
Bristo!. fusseli and Co, Bristol 

Harding, John Thomas, Glastonbury, Somersat, out of business. Sept CAVE CANEM. 
4 at LL at offices of Hobbs, Chamberlain st, Wells 4 

Harris, George, The Wash, Hertford, Butcher, Aug 30 at 2 at the 4 
Salisbury Arms Hotel, Hertford. Loagmors and Sworder, Hert- 


i 
Harts Joreph, Beaufort buildings, Licensed Victualler. Aug 30 at 3 PO M PE IAN DOO R MA i 


at offices of Parkes, Beautort buillinzss, Strand 
Hastings, Robert Arthur Perry, London wall, Lace Warehouseman. 
Sept 6 at 2 at o'fices of Naunton, Cheapsid 


@ a 

Heath, Benjamin, Exeter, Carpenter., Sept 3 at 10 at the Buller’s Arms : 
Inn, Sidwell st, Exeter TRELOAR A D S 4 
Hetherington, William, Essex rd, Islington, Tailor. Sept 3 at 12 at yb 











offices of Plunkett, Gutter lane 
Hills, John, Northwick terrace mews, Maida hill, Carman. Aug 28 at 
2 at Wood's Hotel, Portugal st, Lincoln’sinn fields. Goatly, Mary- 


I »rd 
Hollis, Baward, Little Woolstone, Buckingham, Miller. Sept 5 at 12 69, LUDGATE HILL, LONDON, 


at offices of Bull, Union st, Newport Pagnell 
Horton, John, Haniey, Baker. Aug 30 at 3 at offices of Ashmail, 


Cheapside, Hauley 
Hotham, Arthur, Clent, Worcester, Wheel Manufacturer. Aug 30 at PA INL ES S DEN TIS T R 


12 at the Queen’s Hotel, Stephenson place, Birmingham 
Ivatts, Joseph, High st, Uxbridge, Poulterer. Sept 17 at 4 at the MR ° G. H. JONES ’ q 
SURGEON DENTIST, F 


George Hotei, Uxbridge. Philp, Budge row, Canuon st 
Jones, Samuel Wynne, Llangollen, Mining Engiveer. Sept 6 at 10.30 
ad a of Sherratt, Bryn y ffynnon Lodge, Regent st, Wrex- 57, GRE AT RUSSELL-STREET, LONDON 
Judson, Isaac, Lingdale, nr Guisborough, York, Builder. Sept 1 at (Immediately opposite the British Museum), : 
10.30 at offices of Hunton and Bolsover, High st, Siockton-on-Tees Has obtained Her Majesty’s Royal Letters Patent for his pe 


Knight, Walter, Manchester, Builder. Sept 10 at 3 at offices of Kears- painless system of adapting 


ley and Co, Brazennose st,’ Manchester : 
Lavenstein, Henry, Aston, Birmingham, out of business. Sept 4 at 12 (Prize Medal, London and Paris) 
at offices of Parr, Colmore row, Birmingham ’ 
Legg, Frederick James, Aston, nr Birmingham, Grocer. Aug 31 at be rdriaace ® — Fn ATMOSPHERIC PRESSUE 
10.15 at offices of East, Eldon chambers, Cherry st ‘ampblet Gratis and Post-free. 
Lewis, George, Coalbournbrcok, Stafford, Builder. Sept 3at 2 at offices 


of Wall, Union chambers, Stourbridge E D E A N D S 0 N 








Ling, John Mitford, Huntspill, Somerset, Surgeon. Aug 28 (and not 
8, as erroneously printed in Gazette of 14th inst) at 12 at offices of 


Reed and Cock, King sq, Bridgewater : 3 e: 
Lister, John, Dewsbury, Cabinet Maker. Sept 6 at 3 at the White . MAKE R ‘ 

Lion Hotel, Market place, Dewsbury. Shaw, Dewsbury S 2 
Lund, Samug!, Heckmondwike, York, Greengrocer. Sept 3 at 3 at BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, a 


offices of Shaw, Bond st, Dewsbury 
Makin, James, Birmingham, Fruiterer. Aug 30 at 10.15 at offices of | To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of the Jud 


- Eldon chambers, Cherry st, Birmingham , Corporation of London, &c, 
atheson, Kenneth, Swansea, Licensed Victualler. Sept 5 at 11 at 
offices of Thomas, York place, Swansea SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS? GOW 
Matthews, George, Sheerness, General Dealer. Sept 6 at 11 at offices . ‘ js 
wt, ibs ony Hie st, Sictinebourne “1 ia a mid BARRISTERS AND QUEEN'S COUNSEL’S DITTO, ~ 
eCormick illiam, Manchester, Boot ler. pt2 a at o 
wyct Sutton and Ellitt, Fountain st, Manchester CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOWMS 
ellor, Cathorine, Manchester, Furniture Broker, Sept 3 at 3 at offices P : 
of Heath ana Sons, Swan st, ‘Manchester r ESTABLISHED 1689, 
Mills, John, and Robert Mills, Durham, Woollen Drapers. Aug 28 at 
2 at road Arar Hote’, High st, Stockton-on-Tees, in lieu of the place 94, CHANCERY LAN E, LONDON. 
originally named . 
Neden, Joseph, Manchester, Merchant. Aug 31 ct 3 at offices of Boote * 
and Edgar, Grown buildings, Booth st, Manchester G OO D CO M P L EX | ON, : 
— es pes nem Lancashire, Tailor. Aug 30 at 2 Rear eR : 
at the Sun Hotel, Ulverston. ' Sims, Barrow-in-Furness 2 . 
Powell, William Albert, and Edwin : Green, Cheltenham, Furniture PE ARS’S T a ANS P A RE NT 
a, prec 4 pos at se a perme et cree am st. Stroud PUR 
cliffe, Joshua, ton-under-Lyne, Baker. pt 3 at 3 at offices of FR ND TH 
Kershaw and Bradbury, Town Hall chambers, Ashton-under-Lyne THE B m, AGRANT, A D ops 
Ramsey, Edwin, Catterall, Garstang, Lancashire, Calico Printer, Sept EST FOR, TOILE?, NURSERY, OR FOR 8 
10 at 3 at offices of Royle, King st, Manchester. Duckworth, Man- Invariably used by the 


wera, G , Wilts, Linen Draper. Aug2i at 11 at offices | PRINCE AND PRINCESS OF WALES AND 


Rogers, George, Pewsey, 
of Goulter, Huagerford, Berks Sold by Chemists and Perfu mers 


























